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ndonment of railroad lines; pp. 75, 146, 

Ame 336, 394, 395, 576, 660, 698, 699, 761, 881, 
1086, 1214. : : 

Abbott, J. F.; president American Sugar Re- 
fining Co.; p. 1559. i y 

Accidents, railroad and highway, and accident 
prevention (see also Safety Appliances and 
Train Control); pp. 592, 318, 1030. 

Accounting rules, etc.; p. 432. & 

Acid phosphate; rates on; p. 395. . 

Agricultural rates and prices; pp. 326, 592, 754, 
777, 818, 893, 946, 947, 972, 1012, 1068, 1069, 
1133, 1134, 11438, 1196, 1402, 1558 (see also 
Grain and Hoch-Smith). 

Air transport developments; by Homer H. 
Shannon; p. 668. — 

Aitchison, Commissioner; 
ton; pp. 690, 1150. 

Alaska railroad; p. 818. | 

American-Hawaiian service, etc.; pp. 610, 769, 
897. 

American Railway Association; by Stanley H. 
Smith; p. 970. ; . ; 
American Railway Engineering Association; 
meeting at Chicago; p. 590. 
American Short Line Railroad 
(see also Short Lines); p. 208. 
Armstrong, F. J.; president Traffic Club of 
Detroit; p. 422. : : 
Associated Traffic Clubs of America; article 
by Henry A. Palmer; p. 581; meetings, etc.; 

pp. 734, 899, 978, 1170. 

Aviation; developments, airport construction, 
services, etc.; PP. 138, 292, 386, 480, 582, 592, 
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Bills of lading; pp. 96, 272, 411, 536, 658, 770, 
1036, 1286. 

Blake, W. V.; traffic as a profession; p. 728. 

Blanton, Representative; Washington police 
squabble; p. 385. 

Board of Mediation, work of, appointments 
to, etc. (see also Labor); pp. 120, 161, 206, 
282, 414, 416, 468, 604, 976, 1068, 1156, 1234. 

Books on transportation, new; notes on; 
730, 1133, 1412, 
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Association 
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ee Sen.; on rail rates; pp. 1006, 1067, 
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Browne, H. L.; president Houston Traffic 
Club; p. 294. ; 

Bureau of Railway Economics; survey of ma- 
terial purchases; p. 1499. 

Burgess, K. F.; political regulation; speech at 
St. Louis; p. 946. 

Burnside, C. V.; men in transportation; p. 37. 

Busses, motor (see Motor Vehicles). 

Butler, T. N.; president Traffic Club of Phila- 
delphia; p. 478. 

Calendar revision; p. 208. 

Canadian Board of Railway Commissioners; 
reduced fares for on U. S. roads; p. 356. 

Canadian National earnings; p. 536. 

Canadian-U. S. rate comparisons; pp. 342, 528. 

Canned goods; rates:on; pp. 1326, 1388, 1511. 

Cans, tin; rates on; pp. 1296, 1322, 1392. 
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agricultural freight rates; p. 1068. 

arte rd movement and average loading of; 
Dp. > 

Cars; location of; pp. 30, 160, 292. 

Car surplus and shortage; pp. 70, 160, 208, 292, 
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eg ee E.; president Houston Traffic Club; 
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Cement; rates on, etc.; p. 520. 

Central American railway; p. 1594. 
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etc.; pp. 771, 816, 836, 1090, 1134. 

Chandler, W. H.; railroads and traffic bu- 
reaus; p. 262. 
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Chesapeake & Ohio improvements; p. 352. 
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presents sons to Supreme 


Chicago N. S. & M. securities case; pp. 329, 
754, 888, 1207. 

Chicago Shippers’ Conference; pp. 112, 412, 
662, 918, 1168, 1446. 

Chicago S. S. & S. B. connections; p. 136. 

Chinese railway improvements; p. 848. 

Chipboard, rates on, etc.; p. 520. 

Claims and claim prevention; pp. 654, 816, 1195, 
1196, 1270, 1346. 

Classification matters; 396, 397, 577, 702, 
1472. 

Clayton act violations and prosecutions; 
459, 689, 700, 904, 968, 1020, 1069, 1252, 1502. 

Cleveland station case, p. 1513. 

Coal; production, rates, distribution, etc. (see 
also Fuel, railroad; and Lake Cargo Coal); 
pp. 31, 120, 148, 161, 219, 246, 273, 282, 325, 
344, 352, 414; 420, 482, 506, 580, 634, 654, 720, 
765, 822, 1075, 1174, 1195, 1202, 1314, 1329, 
1330, 1382, 1392, 1453, 1546. 

Cocoa; rates and ratings on; pp. 397, 1577. 

College of Advanced Traffic; pp. 306, 416, 1274. 

Columbia river bridge at Longview; p. 1454. 

Commerce diversion; U. S. to Canada; pp. 174, 
300, 414, 902. 

146, 206, 


Commission appropriations; 
276, 468. 
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pp. 1214. 

Commission personnel; pp. 521, 754. 
Commission; practitioners before; pp. 1088, 
1214, 1265, 1334, 1398, 1472, 1515, 1580, 1594. 
Commission; proposals to reorganize into re- 
gions, delegation of powers, etc.; pp. 324, 

326, 406, 448, 449, 519, 704, 755. 
Commission reports; leaks of information re- 
garding; p. 875. 
Commission reports; simplification of; p. 69. 
Commission’s court and legal staff reorganiza- 
tion; p. 519. 
Commissions, state and interstate; 
tion proposal; p. 976. 
Commission, work of, etc.; pp. 449, 755. 
Committees, Interstate Commerce, of Senate 
and House; hearings, personnel, etc. (see 


pp. 
pp. 


pp. 44, 


co-opera- 


also Legislation); tp. 342, 688, 792, 881, 946, 


1038, 1042, 1524. 


Commodity list tariff of C. B. & Q.; p. 456. 

Commodity statistics and forecasts; pp. 27, 
240, 829, 1086, 1458. 

ee Commission 

Compensation for federal control; pp. 306, 1134, 
1312, 1412. 


Concurrences on rail-ocean rates; pp. 14, 78. 

Conference rulings of the Commission; with- 
drawal of; pp. 137, 764, 1196, 1574. 

Congressional record; illustrations in; p. 507. 

Consolidation of railroads: legislation, general 
plans for, etc.: nop. 102, 161, 178, 207, 208, 406, 
449, 464. 465, 516, 530, 569, 604. 689. 710, 754, 
817. 947. 992, 1070, 1069, 1180, 1194, 1250, 
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po. 23, 75, 76, 82, 182, 214, 217, 268, 269, 326, 
336, 455. 464, 465, 530, 578, 633, 637, 642, 698, 
699, 710. 761. 762, 825, 880, 881. 887. 889, 951, 
952, 1009, 1015. 1080, 1081, 1082, 1146, 1196, 
1202, 1204, 1207, 1230, 1255, 1325, 1380, 1381, 
1448. 1504, 1515, 1558, 1567. 

Consolidation of Railroads; by A. E. Heiss; 
p. 1083. 
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pp. 21. 75. 76, 178, 214, 217, 223, 267, 269, 271, 
342, 352, 395. 416. 516, 578. 588. 633, 708, 760, 
761, 762, 856, 888, 951. 952, 968, 1009, 1075, 
1086, 1202, 1255, 1321, 1387, 1450, 1452. 

Constructive freight stations: pp, 577, 660. 

Container cars: movement of, rates in, etc.; 
pp. 262, 330, 338, 399, 507, 825, 876, 966. 
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ing); p. 217. 

Corporate names in pleadings: p. 449. 

Cosgriff, E. F.: chairman Traffic Group, Nat’l 
Retail Dry Goods Assn.: p. 1421. 

Cost-insurance-freight rules: p. 976. 

Cotton, rates on, ete.; pp. 306, 1448. 

Cottonseed, rates on, etc.; p. 574. 

Couzens, Senator, and immunity bath: p. 385: 
——— Interstate Commerce committee; 
p. 1039. 

Coyle. P. W.: traffic solicitation: », 412; trans- 
portation co-ordination; p. 1166. 

Cracklings, beef; rates on; pp. 1250, 1324. 

Critcher. A. L.; chief, transportation division, 
Department of Commerce; p. 1474. 


legislation; p. 





Curtis, F. O.; president Portland Industrial 
Traffic Club; p. 476. 

Customs inspections; delay and work of rail- 
roads in connection with; p. 534. 

Dairy products and poultry; rates on; p. 180. 

Dalton, E. L.; death of; p. 1348. 

> S. P.; president York Traffic Club; p. 

Davis, James J.; 
icans; p. 207. 

Davis, Theodore; president Cincinnati Traffic 
Club; p. 478. 

Daughters of the American Revolution; p. 947. 

Daylight savings time and the railroads (see 
also under Editorial); pp. 730, 1568. 

Debenture in farm relief bill; p. 1069. 


wealth of laboring Amer- 
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Abel Construction Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
case 20788; paving brick (155 I. C. C., 201- 
204); p. 1198. 

Abeles and Taussig Lumber & Tie Co. vs. 
D. & T. S. L.; case 20157; lumber (152 I. 
C. C., 553-554); p. 697. 

Aberdeen (S. D.) Chamber of Commerce 
Traffic Bureau et al. vs. N. P. et al.; case 
20798; cream (152 I. C. C., 716-718); p. 759. 

Accounting for rebuilding freight cars by C. 
& o-' case 21917 (152 I. C. C., 9-14); p. 

Acker and Cook et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 20295; salt (152 I. C. C., 147- 
150); p. 573. 

Adkins-Polk Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; case 
mg oleomargerine (152 I. C. C., 719-720); 
p. 9. 


Agricultural Implements from La Porte, Ind., 
to Texas Gulf Ports; I. and S. 3216 (155 
I. C. C., 318-320); p. 1254. 

Aitkin Lumber Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 18892; magnesite stucco (152 
I. C. C., 629-635); p. 696. 

Ajax Metal Co. et al. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
19755; copper, brass and bronze (151 I. C. 
C., 301-305); p. 328. 

Alabama Portland Cement Co. v.s L. & N.; 
—y | ee cement (151 I. C. C., 507-508); 
Pp. ‘ 

Alabama, T. & N. vs. Southern et al.; case 
20057; through routes (148 I. C. C., 708- 
712); p. 71. 

Albany Perforated Wrapping Paper Co. vs. 
A. C. L. et al.; case 20760; toilet paper and 
paper towels (151 I. C. C., 313-314); p. 267. 

Albany Perforated Wrapping Paper Co. vs. 
B. & A.: case 20764; pulp (152 I. C. C., 
688-690); p. 759. 

Albemarie Paper Mfg. Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 20725: sulphate of alumnia (152 I. C. 
C., 234-236); p. 9. 

Albert Lea Packing Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. 
et al.; case 18965; demurrage on private 
ears (152 I. C. C., 665-668); p. 696. 

Alexandria Bedding Co. vs. B. S. L. & W. 
et al.; case 20452; cottonseed hull shavings 
(155 I. C. C., 471-472); p. 1386. 

Alfalfa Growers’ Exchange et al. vs, A. E. 
et al.; case 18310 and cases grouped there- 
with; hay (148 I. C. C., 497-503); p. 16. 

Allegheny County vs. N. Y. C. et al.; case 
20667; sand (152 I. C. C., 490-492); p. 697. 

Allen, W. F., & Co. et al. vs. A. C. L. et al.; 
ease 17095; strawberries (151 I. C. C. 225- 
231); p. 267. 

Allied Contractors, Inc., vs. C. & N. W. et 
al.; case 20219; dredging machine (152 I. 
C. C., 386-388); p. 639. 

Allied Packers, Inc., et al. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
cose 20911; hogs (153 I. C. C., 714-716); p. 
1074. 

All Metal Snow Fence Co. et al. vs. A. and 
W. et al.; case 19150; class rates (153 IL 
Cc. C., 501-505); p. 950. ' 

Altemus, O. F., et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
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case 21017; stock cattle routing (155 I. C. 
C., 237- 239); p. 1198. 

American Agricultural Chemical Co. vs. + 
and S. et al.; case 18963; fertilizer (153 I 
Cc. C., 427- 430); p.° 949. 

American Distilling Co. vs. A. C. & Y. t al.; 
case 17329; denatured alcohol (153 I. C. C., 
717-720); p. 1072. 

American Glue Co. et al. vs. Pennsylvania 
et al.; case 20479; tannery fleshings (153 
305- 308); p. 879. 

American Hawaiian Steamship Co. et al. vs. 
Erie et al.; case 19561; canned fruits and 
vegetables (152 I. C. C., 703-715); > ~. 

American Hide & Leather Co. vs. 
et al.; case 20481; leather (152 I. C. ee 
313-315); p. 639. 

American Paint and Varnish Manufactur- 
ers’ Assn. vs. A. C. & Y .et al.; case 20152; 
apenee lacquer (153 I. C. C., 684-688); p. 
1 g 

American Potash and Chemical Corp. vs. G. 
N. et al.; case 19201; muriate of potash; 
p. 1504. 

American Window Glass Co. vs. B. & O. et 
al; case 18718; glass sand (155 I. C. C., 
301- 310); p. 1254. 

Amicon, John, Bros. et al. vs. B. & ¢ et al.; 
case $0931; ‘dried onions, etc. (152 I. C. c., 
369-371); p. 639. 

Amsden, J. Arred, vs. T. & N. O. et al.; case 

sent; pulpwood (151 I. C. ‘c., 283-284); p 


Anderson, F. B., & Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; 
ny 20369; road building machines; p. 
1504. 

Andrae, Julius, & Sons Co. et al. vs. C. M. 
& St. P. et al.; case 20535; dry cell batteries 
(153 I. C. C., 227-229); p. 879. 

Anna Stone Co. vs. N. C. & St. L. et al.; 
case 21084; broken stone (152 I. C. C., 451- 
452); p. 697. 

Anthony Salt Co. vs. Ark. Valley Interurban 
et al.; case 20401; salt (152 I. C. C., 208- 
210); p. 639. 

Apache Powder Co. vs. A. E. et al.; powder 
and high explosives; case 14687 (151 I. C. 
C., 155-169); pp. 265, 1254. 

Appalachian Power Co. et al. vs. N. 
eee coal (152 I. C. C., 389° 394); 
p. 

Apples, proposed increase on, from Kan. and 
Mo. to Iowa, Minn. and S. D.; I. and S. 
3180 (151 I. . C., 74-77); p. 213. 

Arcady Farms Miting Co., Inc., vs. C. 

Q.; case 20343; alfalfa hay (152 I. ce C., 
205-207); p. 639. 

Arkansas Commission et al. vs. Ann Arbor 
et al.; case 18529; grapes and strawberries 
(153 I. C. C., 371-381); pp. 949, 1010. 

Arkansas Fuel Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
al.; case 21149; iron pipe; p. 1447. 

Arko, John, et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
a ee grapes (152 I. C. C., 501-511); 
p. 

Armour & Co. vs. I. C, et al.; case 19750; 
also Sub. No. 1, Same vs. Ore.-Wash. .3 
R. & Nav. Co, et al.; strawberries (148 I 
C. C., 641-644); p. 74. 

Armour Fertilizer Works vs. B. A. & P. et 
al.; case 20190; acid phosphate (153 I. C. 
C., 459-466); p. 1008. 

Armour Grain Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. et al.; 
— 18551; oats (155 I. C. C., 415-423); p 

Armstrong Cork & Insulation Co. vs. Miss.- 
Warrior Service et al.; case 20747; cork 
ne (153 I. C. C., 781-783); 
p. q 


Armstrong Cork Co. vs. P. R. et al.; case 
16944; also 16944 (Sub-No. 1), Certain-teed 
Products Corp. vs. Pennsylvania et al.; 
16944 (Sub-No. 2), rw Textile Prod- 
ucts Co. vs. C. R. & P. et al.; 16944 
(Sub-No. 3), jae Inc., vs. 
Pennsylvania et al; 17489, Certain-teed 
Products Corp. vs. Aberdeen & Rockfish 
et al.; 17489 (Sub-No. 1), William Volker 
vs. Abilene & Southern et al.; 17489 (Sub- 
No. 2), Congoleum-Nairn, Inc., vs. Aber- 
deen & Rockfish et al.; linoleum (153 I. C. 
C., 189-205); p. 1071. 

Arnold, C. F., & Co. vs. T. & N. O.; case 
20745; hay; p. 1318. 

Arnold, C. F., & Co. vs. Mo. Pac. et al.; case 
20744; hay "(155 I. C. C., 424-426); p. 1386. 

Arnold Fruit Co. et. al. Vs. B. & O. et al.; 
anne 20441; apples (153 I. C. C., 308-310): 
p 

Arnsten, Simon, & Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 20283; woolen cloth (152 I. C, 
C., 292- 294); p. 637. 

Atkins, E. C., & Co., Inc., vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; 
case 21193; "logging tools (152 I. C. C., 599- 
600); p. 697. 

Atlantic Coal Tar Distillates vs. B. & O. 
et al.; case = coal tar (152 I. C. C 
202-204); p. 639 

Atlantic Paper & & Pulp Corp. vs. S. & A. et 
al.; case 20614; wood pulp (152 I. Cc. C,, 
443- 446); p. 697. 

Atlantic Terra Cotta Co. et al. vs. A. & W. 
P. et al.; = wt terra cotta (151 L 
C. C., 45-55); 

Atlas Plywood cor ‘p, & A. et al.; case 
20292; eee” oe eon ae (152 I. Cc. C., 
699- 702); p. 759. 

Atlas Portienad = Co. vs. Southern et 
Shi): case ae cement (152 I. C. C., 102- 

+ De 
Atlas Portland Cement Co. of Kan. vs. A. + 
& S. F. et al.; case 15138; cement (152 I 
é C., 669-673); p. 693. 
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Auburn Automobile Co. vs. 


P. 
case 19984; export automobiles (151 LL roy 


C., 120-125); p. 213. 


Austin, Ww. E., Machinery Co. vs. S. A. 
et ai.; case 20962 and four sub- numbers; 


excavators; p. 1564. 


Austin Western Road Machinery Co. vs. A. 
Cc. L. et al.; case 21102; — rollers, etc. 


(152 I. C. C., 375-380); p. 
Auth, N., Provision Co. vs. 


& O. 
case 19397; live stock (151 I. ¥o. C., 108- 1: 


212. 
Automatic Gravel Products Co. et al. vs. B. 
M. N.; gate 19999; sand and gravel 





R. 


& 
switching (151 I. C. C., 481-493); 


Automatic Train Control; case 13413, Sub.- 
559- 567); p. 17; Sub.- 
No. 22-2 (148 I. C. , 575- 582); p. 17; Sub.- 
No. 21-2 (153 I. C. C., 73-86); p. 821. 
Automatic train control devices; 
13413, sub. 23-2 (153 I. C. C., 
Automatic train rod ey devices; 
13413, sub. 16-2 (153 I. C. C., 
Automatic Train Control; Docket 13413, sub. 


No. 44 (148 I. C. 


66-72); p. 821. 


13-2 (153 I. C. C., 39-53); p. 759. 


Automatic train control ; subs. 28 and 30- 2, 
docket 13413 (155 I. Cc: C., 62-69; 215- 220): 


p. 1198 


-87-93); p. 821. 


Badger Lumber & Coal Co. et al. vs. A. T, g 
S. F. %, al.; case 17661; magnesite Stucco 
(152 I. C., 629- wh P- > 

Bakelite to. vs. ; case 90%; 
cresylic acid (151 I. %,, tit ~480); p. 391. 

Bakelite Corp. vs. B. & Oo. et al.; case 20188. 
cruge carbolic acid (153 I. C. C., 323- 326): 


879. 

Bakelite Corp. vs. Erie et al.; case 20497; 
wood flour (153 I. C. C., 620-624); p. 1009, 

Baker-Hanna-Blake Co. et al. vs. A. & R, et 
a" c case 19467; cotton piece goods (151 I, 

626-630); p. 453. 

mae ‘line rates; through routes and joint 
rates between Inland Waterways Corp. and 
other common carriers; ex parte 96 (153 
I. C. C., 128-139); p. 1007. 

Barker Bros., Inc., vs. A. T. & 8. F. et al; 
a * seen linoleum (152 I. C. C., 295- 296); 
p. 3 

Barker Bros., Inc., vs. Pennsylvania et al; 
case 21044; filing cabinets and supplies 
(153 I. C. C., 236-238); p. 879. 

Barker, John F Produce Co. et al. vs. A. EB, 
et al.; case Miberi, bananas (152 I. C. G, 
791-797); p. 759. 

Baron, H., & Co., Inc., vs. P. R. R. et al.; 
case 20569; strawberries, ‘crushed (152 I 
C. C., 109-111); p. 573. 

Barnhart Coal Co. et al. vs. C. & E. I. et al.; 
see 20574; coal (152 I. C. C., 555-560); p 


Barrett Co. vs. oe et al.; case 20514; coal 
and oil tars (153 I. C. C., 474-476); p. 950, 
Barrett Co. vs. N. Y. S. & W. et al.: ; = 
20221; tar oil (152 I. C. C., 195-198); 639, 
Barrett Co. vs. P. R. R. et al.; —. 119066; 
coal tar (151 I. C. C., 511- —_ BE 3 

Barschi, H., and Son et al. vs 0. ee al.; 
case 18000; laundry tubs, etc. (155 I. C. C., 
350-354); p. 1316. 

Bash, S. i & Sons, Inc., et al. vs. Central 
Indiana et al.; case 19468; bituminous coal 
(153 I. C. C., 317-322); p. 879. 

Bay Co. vs. B. & M. et al.; case 20704; also 
sub. No. 1, same vs. N. Y. N. H. & H; 
— piece goods (152 I. C. C., 226-228): 
p 

Beaman Elevator Co. vs. C. & N. W.; case 
ee routing (155 I. C. C., 313-317); 
p. 1253. 

Beaumont Export and Import Co. vs. La, 
W. et al.; case 16493; corn (151 I. C. CG, 
215-220); p. 266. 

Bedding of cars for live stock; I. and §, 

oy and 3184 (151 I. C. C., 323-326); p, 


Bender, S., Iron & Supply Co. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 19627 and two sub “= 
poem Same vs. Same, and Same vs. C. 

& P. et al.; iron pipe (152 I. C. C., 380 
bas); p. 695. 

Benson Paint & Varnish Co. vs. C. & N. W. 
et al.; case 20435; fourth . 2% ap. 1606; 
linseed oil (153 IL. C. C., 3-6); 759. 

Berghoff Products Co. vs. N. Y. &. $ * L; 
case 21043; cereal beverages (152 I ‘Cc. 
274-276); p. 639. 


Bergin-Price Co. et al. vs. A. & S. et al.; 
case 16373; fruits and EB, I. de LC 
C., 519- 526); p 694. 

Berney-Bond Pn Co. vs. L. BE. F. & C. 
et al.; case 20512; milk bottles (152 I. C. 
C., 112-114); p. 635. 

Berney-Bond Glass Co. et al. vs. Ann Arbor 
et al.; case 20558; bottles (152 I. C. C., 105- 
107); p. 573. 

Bernuth, Lembcke Co., Inc., vs. C. B. & Q. 
et al.; case 20990; creosote oil (155 I. C. C., 
446-449); p. 1318. 

Big Lakes Box Co. et al. vs. S. B. et al.; 
case 20097; box shooks (155 I. C. C., 240- 
246); p. 1198. 

Birmingham Oil Mill, Inc., vs. L. & N.; case 
ye 4 cottonseed (152 I. C. C., 383-385); 
p. 

Birmingham Rail & Locomotive Co. vs. A. 
G. S. et ae case 20202; track material 
(152 I. C. ""161- 763); p. 759. 

Birmingham Carin Bureau vs. I. C. et al; 
case 18626; grain and products; p. 1447. 

Blair Lumber Co. et al. vs. S. A. L. et al.; 
7 pee lumber (152 I. C. C., 636-638); 
p. a 

Blanchard Lumber Co. et al. vs. B. & M.; 
case 20856; switching; p. 1564. 

Blaz Ruzic vs. >. & H. S. et al; —- 18499; 
staves (148 I. C., 593-595); p. 74. 

Blue Ridge Talc y ‘Inc., vs. én <" & T. 
P. et al.; case 19991; ground at. ore and 
ye eel colors (151 I. C. C., 593-594); 


0 

Blue Diamond Co. ¥ W. P. et al; 
20110; plaster (151 I. C. C., 69-73); p. 266. 

Bluefield Produce & Provision Co. vs. N. Y. 
C. et al.; case = misrouting (148 I. C. 
C., 703-707); p. 73. 

Boards, binder, Rey chip, paper stock, ee 
and wood pulp, from Whippany, N. J., 
New 2 I. and S. 3201 (153 I. ac. 
32-34); p. 820 

Boilers, stoves, " radiators, furnaces, etc., in 
Central, Ill., and W. T. L. territories; L 
and S. 3202: p. 1447. 

Boldt, Chas., Glass Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 17338; sand; p. 949. 

Bond & Nohl Co. vs. * T. & S. F. et al. 
case 21005; ‘salt (152 I. C. C., 447-450); P. 


697. 

Booth, John E., Lumber Corp. vs. Cent. ve 
et al.; case $0457; forest products (153 I 
Cy. Sve 57- my 759. 

Bourgoin, J. P., & "So. vs. C. B. & Q. et al 
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case 19709; granite (151 I. C. C., 687-638); 


Picts, A., Inc., et al. vs. St. L. B. & M. 

et al.; case 20792; root bm MS (153 
C., 267-271); p. 877. 

Boyle ‘american Potato Co. et al. vs. A. T. 

8. a et al.; case 17923; vegetables (153 
Lc. 489-500); p. 950 

pradford Rig & Reel Co. * al. vs. Santa Fe 
et al.; case 19205; rig iron (153 I. C. C., 
355-359); p. 878. 

Brady, A. Spates, vs. B. & O £ ot: case 
15270; coal car distribution (52 I . Cc C., 
327-333); p. 637. 

Brennan and Corrigan, Inc. Cc. & N. W. 
et al.; case on automobiles (155 I. C. C., 
214-215); p: 

Brennan ‘i aiag Co. vs. B. & O. et al; 
case aya oe cases joined therewith; 


meat (4st . C., 621-632); p. 

Brewer, A. » Too r Co. vs. GR & P. 
et al.; case it lumber (152 I. Cc. &, 365- 
366) ; ’p. 639. 


Brewer, A. P., Lumber Co. vs. St. L.-S. F. 
et al.; case 21176; lumber (152 I. C. C., 
571- 572); p._ 697. 

Brook Bros., Inc., vs. Can. Pac. et al.; case 
20488; lumber (152 I. C. C., 155-157); p. 573. 

Brooks Construction Co. vs. N. Y. C.; case 
19666; sand and gravel; p. 1447. 

Brown Hauling & Rigging Co., Inc., vs. A. 
Cc. L. et al.; case 19870; cranes (152 I. C. 


C., 612-614); a 7 

Brown, Henry W & Co. vs. a case 16821; 
hay (151 I. C. C., 327-330); p. 327. 

Brown Paper Mill Co., Inc., oe on’ Ss. & P. 
et al.; case 18074; paper; a 

Brown Roberts Hardware & Su a Co., Ltd., 
vs. A. G. S. et al.; case 20942; wagons and 
stoves (153 I. C. C., 603-605); p. 1009. 

Bryant Paving Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al; 
case 20423; contractor’s outfit, etc. (153 
Ee 799- de p. 1198. 

Buckwalter, bm "Lumber Co. vs. c & N. 
G case 21086; “lumber (153 I. C. C., 1-2); 


759. 

Buffalo- Springfield Roller Co. vs. T. & I 
et al.; case 18027; road rollers (52 I. C. Cc., 
337-338); p. 639. 

— Tobacco Growers’ Cooperative Assn. 

& W. et al.; case 21049; leaf to- 
ante “(153 I. C. C., 149-150); p. ‘821. 
=, Tobacco Growers’ Cooperative Assn. 
. & O. et al.; case 21472; tobacco 
(153 I. C. C., 699- 704); p. 1074. 

Burlington Shippers’ Assn. vs. C. B. & Q. 
Sf: ; case 17780; spring assemblies; p. 

Burns, C. G., vs. C. of G. et al.; case 20485; 
potatoes (152 I. C. > 115-116); p. 573. 

Busse Brick Co. a* L. & N.; > 21099; 
brick (148 I. C. 650-652); p. 

Bussey, James §S., “— trustee, By "A. C. L. 
et al.; case 18863; insecticide (152 I. C. C., 
533-534); p. 697. 


Butler Bros. et al. vs. A. & R. et al.; case 
18739; cotton and knitted goods (51 L. Cc. 
C., 579- 586); p. 453. 

Butler Manufacturing Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 19104; steel tanks (151 I. C. C., 
715-716); p. 455. 

Cady Lumber Corp. et al. vs. Apache Ry. 
et al.; case 20372; lumber and shooks (155 
I. C. C., 56-61); p. 1137. 

Caldwell & Taylor, Inc., vs. P. & R. et al.; 
a. Se: benzol (151 I. C. C., 595-598); 
Dp 

California Dressed Beef Co. et al. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; case 16542; also associated 
cases; hogs; D. 1318. 

California Fruit Exchange vs. Am. Ry. Ex- 
press Co. et al.; case 20490; fruit (155 I. C. 
C., 105-108); p. 1197. 

Campbell and Reid and Western Sales Stables 
Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al.; case 20651, sub. 
1; horses (152 I. C. C., 276- 278); p. 639. 

Capital City Stoneware Co. vs. Pennsy.; case 
20393; stoneware and flower pots (148 I. C. 
C., 7165- 766); p. 140. 

Capital Construction Co. vs. E. S. L. & S. 
et al.; case 21216; gravel; p. 1564. 

Carey, Philip, Mfg. Co. et al. vs. B. & O. 
et al.; a case 17272; sand (153 I. C. C., 469- 
473); 949. 

Carey- Reed Co. vs. et al.; case 
20819; cement (151 I. Fo. %. Bi9-510); . 391 

Carman Distributing Co. vs. C. hy: 
al.; case 19448; dry bleach; p. So 

Carolina Bagging Co. vs. S. A. +3 et al.; case 
anoet ar Sa and ties (153 I. C. C., 299- 

Carpenter Paper Co. vs. C. & A. et al.; case 
a. pulpboard (152 I. C. C., 413-417); 


Céruso, Rinella, Battaglia Co., a. = A. 
C. L.; case 19717; vegetables (152 I. C. C., 
77-80); p. 572. | 

Cash Feed Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; case 20608; 
hay (152 I. C. C. 247-248); p. 639. 

Cement, interstate rates on; case 20303 (152 
1. & c. 669-673); p. 693. 

Central Commercial Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 20889; sugar (152 I. C. C., 409- 


410); p. 639. 
Central R. R. of N. J. vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. 


et al.; 4 16721; joint rates (152 I. C. C., 
639-640); 695. . ; 

Ceramic rame Assn. vs. P. R. R. et a case 
18725; sand ona ground flint (153 I . ¢. c., 


734- 738); p p. 
Chapman’ s, T. M., Sons Co. vs. B. & M. 
et al.; case 20749, Sub. 1; core sand (152 


I. C. C., 316-318); p. 573. 





Charleston, S. C., Port Utilities Comm., vs. 
Baltimore & oye * S. Co.; case 2078; 
car detention (155 I. 7 $79); p. 1253. 

Chase & Co. vs. OF antic Peal Line et al.; 
Siar. 19820; citrus fruit (ss I >. ee fa 339- 

Cheese , Bas Iowa, Minn., and Wis. to IIL 
and Wis.; I. and S. 2444; p. 1447. 

Chesapeake and Ohio Ry. Go. et al. vs. A. C. 
R. R. Co. et al.; case 18034; coal divisions 
(153 I. C. C., 511-574); p. 1197. 

Chicago Coal Merchants’ Assn. vs. }- T. & 
Ss. F. et = ane 11224; coal (151 L. C. C., 
21-32); SR, 

Chicago Mico So. et al. vs. C. & E. I. et al.; 
case 18628; alcohol (153 I. C. C., 103-104); 


p. 821. 

Cianciola Bros. Fruit Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et 
al.; case 19628; grapes and strawberries 
(163 I. C. C., 371- 381); p. 949. 

City Baking Co. et al. vs. P. R. R. et al.; 
case 20645; waxed ase nnins paper (152 i 
C. C., 281- -283); p p. 639. 

Citizens’ Truck Co., Inc., et al. vs. A. ¢- & 
S. F.; case 20543; awning arms (151 I. C. 
C., 639-640); p. 454. 

Class and commodity rates via Baltimore & 
Carolina S. S. Co.; I. and S. 3136 (151 L C. 
C., 185-190); p. 509. 

Clay, John, & Co. et al. vs. G. & P. et al.; 
case 19963; also 20113, Same vs. City of 
Prineville et al.; cattle, sheep and lambs 
(152 I. C. C., 191-194); p. 639. 

Clayton, Benj., et al. vs. A. E. et al.; case 
sep omer and linters (153 I. C. C., 22- 

Cleveland Worsted Mills Co. vs. R. 
et al.; case 20059; woolen piece pF. "(152 
I. C. C., 257- 259) ;" p. 639. 

Clover seed, from points in Minn. and the 
Dakotas to Sioux City; I. and S. 3173 (152 
I. C. C., 421-424); p. 638. 

Cloverdale Spring Co. vs. P. R. ei case 21064; 
carpageees beverages (153 I. C., 756- 758) : 
p 

Coal and Coke from Western Ky., Ala., and 
Tenn.; fourth sect. aps. 12645 and parts of 
11694 and others (151 I. C. C., 543-552); 


p. 387. 

Coal, bituminous, from mines in Va., Ky., 
and southern Ww. Va., to Washington, D. 
C., and adjacent destinations; I. and §S. 
3140 (152 I. C. C., 641-653); p. 758. 


Coal; fourth section aps. 12529 and 12684; or- 
der 10040 (153 I. C. C., 409-412); p. 1008. 
Colorado Milling and Elevator Co. vs. S. P. 
et al.; case 21282; grain transit (155 I. C. 

C., 655-656); _p. 1447. 

Columbus Brick & Tile Co. et al. vs. S. A. L. 
et al.: case 20814; brick and tile (155 I. C. 
C., 435-487): p. 1318. 

Columbus Packing Co. vs. C. a & Q. et al; 
case 20495; hogs (152 I. C. C., 1-4); p. 513. 

Columbus Pack ing Co. vs. "& W.; case 
20124; — meats, etc. (153 I. C. C., 206- 
208); p. 950. 

Commerce Petroleum Co. vs. + T. & 8S. F. 

t al.; case 20436; oils (151 I. C. C., 370- 
$72) p. 330. 

Community Service Station Co. vs. A. 

S. F. et al.; case a: petroleum Tas 
I. C. C., 169- 174); p. 572 

Cone Bros. Construction ‘Co. vs. Southern 
et al.; case 20810; slag (155 I. C. C., 225- 
226); p. 1198. 

Connell & Laub vs. B. & O. et al.; case 21014; 
erushed stone (152 I. C. C., 495-497); p. 


697. 

Consolidated southwestern cases; Oklahoma 
Commission vs. A. & R. et al.; case 13535, 
and Dallas Chamber of reas et al. vs. 
Same, case 14880; p. 327 

Consolidated Southwestern cases; case 13535, 
sixth supplemental report (155 i © C.. 
504-516); p. 1561. 

Continental Paper & Bag Mills Corp. vs. & 
C. et al.; case 19517; paper bags (153 I. 
C., 444-448); p. 950. 


Continental Steel Corp. vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; 
case 20583; scrap iron and steel (155 I. C. 
C., 321-326); p. 1254. 

Cook, Swan, and Young Corp. et al. vs. A. 
N. ‘et al.: case 19847; fish oil; p. 1447. 

Coolidge, F. J., & Sons vs. A, C. L. et al.; 
— glass (152 I. C. C., 480- 482); 
p 

Cooperative Glass Co. et al. vs. A. & S. 
F. et al.; case 17409, Sub. 1; ry ‘plocks 
(151 I. C. C., 538- 540); p. 453. 

Corbin Fruit Co. et al. vs. L. & N 
gers. = watermelons (148 I. C. ‘Cc. t es 

Cotton | 5. at Little Rock; I. and 
S. 3186; p. 

Cotton factory products, restriction of class 
rates on, from Southern to C. F. A. terri- 
tory; I. and S. 3190 (155 IL. C. C., 355-362); 


. 1315. 

Cotton Mill Products Co. vs. A. G. S. et al.; 
case 19877; cotton piece goods (148 I. C. 
C., 633-635); vp. 73. 

Crane Co. vs. C. & O. et al.; case 20711 and 
parts of fourth sect. aps. 1548, 1573, 1747 
and 4966; pipe and fittings (152 ss & ¢, 
498-500); p. 697. 

Crenshaw Tees. Produce Co., Inc., vs. S. A. 
L. et al.; case 20927; fruit hampers - (153 
I. C. C., 63-65); p. 759. 

Crerar Clinch Coal Poo. vs. Ann Arbor et al.; 
case 16699; coal routing (152 I. C. C., 544- 
546); . 694, 

Crook, son & —- vs. P. M. et al.; case 18859 
and sub. No. 1; logs (152 I. C. C., 324-326); 


p. 639. 

Culbertson Bros. Co. vs. C. G. W. et al.; case 
18936; also Same vs. C. R. I. & P. et al, 
- ), fuumber: fruits (152 I. C. C., 458-460); 


Cumberiand Cement & Supply Co. vs. B. & 
O. et al.; case 19841; sand and crushed 
stone (151 I. C. C., 183-189); p. 267. 

Cummer Manufacturing Co. of Tex. vs. A. 
T. & S. F. et al.; case 19791; fruit and 
“ea containers (152 I. C. ¢., 601-611); 
Pp 

Curtis, J. G., Leather Co. vs. 4 T. & 8S. F. 
et al.; case 18842; hides (151 I. C. C., 610- 
612); p. 391. 

Custodin “Alphons, Chimney, Construction Co. 
vs. A. C. L. et al; case 20933; radial 
Saw brick (153 a Cc. C., 333-334); Pp. 

Cyanamid from seaguce Falls, Ont., to East- 
ern Trunk Line, New England, and C. F. 
A. points and Va. cities; I and S. 3114 
(151 I. C. C., 207-212); pp. 266, 1197. 

Dairy Products Refrigeration; ‘fourth sect. 
ap. 11428; p. 264. 

Dallas Paper Co. vs. A. & L. M. et al.; case 
17752; wrapping paper (148 L C. C., 787- 
790); p. 214. 

Davis, Joseph, Co. vs. M. K. T. of Tex. et al.; 
~~ _ iron pipe (152 I. C. C., 547- 549): 
p 

Denton Bros. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 
20998; salt (152 I. C. C., 147- 150) ; p. 573). 

Desch, J. M., vs. N. P. ‘et al.; case 17277; 
—_— goods (155 I. C. G., 20-22); p. 

Detroit Chemical Works vs. B. & O. et al.; 
cane — 5 opens sulphur (151 I, C. C., 359- 

Detroit Boda’ Products Co. et al. vs. A. & R. 
et al.; case 20169; soda; p. 1135. 

Division of freight rates in Western and 
ieee territories; docket 15234; 
p. . 

Dodge Co. Lumber Co. vs. §S. L.; case 
+ + rl crossties (153 I. C. C., 403- 698); p. 


Dolge, C. B., Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. et al.; 
case 20811; sodium phosphate (152 I. C. C., 
772-774); p. 759. 

Domestic Milling Co. et al. vs. C. & A. et 
al.; case 18729; < o on refund (148 a 
C. C., 680-682) ; p 7 

Doughty- McDonal Seouy Co. et al. vs. 

T. & S. F. et al.; case 20312; salt 4153 
"C. C., 47-50); p. 1187. 

ones Marble & Tile Co. et al. vs. Southern 
et al.; case 19817; marble ,148 I. C. C., 
725-732); p. 73. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co. vs. Missis- 
sippi-Warrior Service et al.; and sub-num- 
ber, same vs. New Orleans & Northwestern 
et al.; case 18719; nitrate of soda (153 I. 
C. C., 283-286); p. 878. 

Dutton Lumber a vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. 
et al.; case 18017; lumber (151 I. C. C., 391- 
419); p. 329. 

East Rochester Assn. vs. B. et aS * on 
19413; coal (151 I. “., C. is3- 186); p. 

Eblin and Co. vs. N. C L. et *. : rae 
18674; cottonseed Rut tA (163 IL. C. C., 
772-776); p. 1136 

Egyptian Tie and Lumber Co. vs. & O. et 
al.; case a mine props (62 Lc. + 
217-218); p. 573 

El Dorado (Ark.) Chamber of Commerce et 
al. vs. Ark. R. R. et al.; case al pota- 
toes (151 I. C. C., 633-636); p. 390 

Emerson Carey Fibre Products Co. vs. Mo. 
Pac. et al.; case 19981; strawboard (153 
I. C. C., 467-468); p. 950. 


Enterprise Wheel and Car Corp. vs. South- 
ern et al.; case 20429; mine cars (155 I. C. 
C., 193-197); p. 1198. 

Evans, John F., vs. I. C. et al.; case 18496; 
coal; Pp 1447. 

Exall, J. K., & Co. vs. ¢ B. & Q. et al.; 
cane 21057; apples (153 I. C. C., 15-16); p. 

E-Z Opener Bag Co. vs. N. C. & St. L. et 
al. ‘,oawe 20980; lime (151 I. C. C., 423-424); 


p. " 

Fairfax Sand and Crushed Stone Co. vs. B. 
& O. et al.; case 19280; sand (151 IL. C. C., 
237-243); p. 267. 

Farmers’ Elevator Co. et al. vs. C. L & L.; 
vg ee grain (151 I. C. C., 367-369); 
Pp. b 

Farmers’ Trading Assn. et al. vs. Ark. Val- 
ley Interurban et al.; case 20401, sub. 1; 
salt (152 I. C. C., 208-210); p. 639. 

Federal-Brandes, Inc., vs. Erie et al.; case 
21681; — equipment (153 I. C. C., 705- 
706); p. 1074. 

Federated Metals Corp. vs. St. L.-S. F. et 
ot, case 19783; lead and other metals; p. 

o4, 

Federated Metals Corp. vs. Mo. Pac. et al.; 
Soir. ie brass ingots (148 I. C. C., 605- 

Federated Metals Corp. vs. P. R. R. et al.; 
cases 20445, 20446, 20447 and 20511; brass, 
copper and lead (152 I. C. C., 483-489); 
Dp. 4 

Federated Metals Corp. vs. Tenn. Cent. et 
al.; case 19494; scrap zinc (152 I. C. C., 
75-76); p. 572. 

Fee, T. H., et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case ty potatoes and onions; p. 697. 
Fee, Thos. H., vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 
20997; lettuce (153 I. C. C., 387- -390); p. 
Ferer, Aaron, and Sons et al. vs. Belt Ry. 
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“hice : case 20399; cotton battin 151 108); p. 572. 576); p. 390. 
oe octets 7 301); p. 266. site Glover, H. B., Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. et al.; | Holloway, L. E., & Co. vs. A. B. & A. et al: 
Fertilizer and materials, including cotton- case 20756; woolen cloth (152 I. C. C., 593- case 19759; oranges and grapefruit (153 [ 
seed cake, meal and hulls, between Miss. 595); p. 697. cc. £:, 335-3: 38); p. 879. 
Valley territory and points north of the Golden States Milk Products Co. vs. N. W. Hood, Mifflin B. , Brick C o. vs. C. of G. eta 
Ohio; I, and S. 3151 (151 I. C. C., 613-625); P. et al.; case 20249; dry powdered skim case 20966; brick (152 1. C. C., 591- “592)% 
p. 388. milk (148 I. C. C., 687-694); p. 74. p. 697. ’ 

Fertilizer materials and articles taking same Golden State Milk Products Co. vs. N. W. P. Hope engineering and Supply Co. vs. B. 
rates in state of Florida, rates on; case et al.; case 20009; butter (152 I. C. C., 321- & P. et al; case 21313; pipe couplings (155 
20358 (151 I. C. C., 602-609) ; p. 697. 323); p. 573. I. C. C., 233-284); p. 1198. 

First Nat. Bank of Pierre vs. C. & N. W. Goldsmith, J. W., Jr.-Grant Co. et al. vs. Hope lendiacorsien and Supply Co. vs. C. B. & 
et al.; case 20651; horses (152 I. C. C., A. & W. P. et al.; case 16949; automobile Q. et al.; case 21312; contractors’ equip. 

276-278); p. 639. (152 I. C. C., 179-185); p. 573. ment (155 L C. C., 458-460); p. 1386. 

Fisher Body Corp. et al. vs. Mississippian Gordon Candy Co. et al. vs. B. & O. et al.; Hope Fertilizer Co. vs. Ark West. et al.; 
et al.; case 20838; logs (151 I. C. C., 647- case 20503; chocolate coatings be 4... €., case 17302; fertilizer (151 I. C. C., 318- 322): 
648); p. 454. 5-11); p. 1198. p. 329. 

Fitch and Wilkinson vs. S. A. Ly et al.; case Goshen Veneer Co. vs. N. & W. et al.; case Hord, T. B., Grain Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
20736; apples and cabbage; p. 1386. 19558; logs (151 I. C. C., 56-60); p. 2138. case 20629; corn 4153 I. C. C., 230-232); p: 

Florence Pipe & Foundry Co. vs. N. Y. N. Grain, absorption of switching charges on to 879. 

H. & H. et al.; case 18431; cast iron pipe Kansas City Public Service Co. points; IL. Hosiery from southern points to points in 
(148 I. C. C., 748-754); p. 72. & S. 3249; p. 1318. Southern, Official and Western territories: 

Florida Power & Light Co. et al. vs. A. C. Grain and products from Duluth and related I. and S. 3127; p. 1563. ” 
L. et al.; case 20041; electrical appliances points to D. S. S. & A. stations in Mich.; Huey & Philp Hardware Co. et al. vs. A. & V, 
(162 I. C. C., 561-564); p. 697. I. and S. 3185 (152 I. C. C., 37-40); p. 513. et al.; case 19914; stoves, ete (152 I. Cc. ¢ 

Florida Rock Products Co. vs. S. A. L. et al.; Grain, Export, Routing of, From Okla. to La. 125-132); p. 639. : 
case 21024; road rollers, ete. (152 I. C. C., ports; I. and S. 3175 (io3 I. C. C., 125-126); Humble Oil and Refining Co. vs. C. R. B & 
375-380); p. 639. p. 759. G. et al.; case 16979; iron pipe (153 IL. C. ¢, 

Flour City Fuel & Transfer Co. vs. C. M. Grain, grain products, and hay, proportional 113-417); p. 950. ; 
& St. P et al.; case 20949; amalgam coal rates on, from Kansas City group to points Hurd Lumber Co. vs. Ann Arbor et al.; case 
(152 I. C. C., 289-291); p. 639. in Ill., Miss., and southeastern territory; 1. 20366; door and window frames; p. 1447, 

Flynn, Welch & Yates vs. A. T. & S. F. et and S. 3233; p. 1384. Hylton Flour Mills, Ine., vs. LL. A. & S. L 
al.; case 18991; pipe (151 I. C. C., 698-702); Grain and products, milling and mixing of, et al.; case 19733; grain switching (152 I, 
p. 453. at Chicago, Peoria and Pekin; I. and S. C. C., 81-84); p. 572. 

Foley, E. Y., and E. Y., Inc., A. G. Johns, 3150 (151 I. C. C., 469-473); p. 387. Hyman-Michaels Co. vs. S. A. L.; case 20939; 
trustee, vs. L. V. et al.; case 20040; grapes Grain and products, transit on, at points on old steel rails, ete (152 I. C. C., 345-347); 
(151 1..C. C., 497-498); p. 391. Santa Fe and Rock Island; I. & S. 3126; p. 639. 

Ford’s Porcelain Works, Ine., vs. B. & O. p. 1386. Hyman-Michaels Co. vs. S. A. L. . al.; 
et al.; case 20582; clay (152 I. C. C., 576- Grain, products, and related articles from case 20901; contractors’ outfits (152 I. we 
578); p. 697. Oklahoma to Louisiana; I. and S. 3217 303-304); p. 639. 

Forsythe Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al; (153 I. C. C., 689-692); p. 1073. Icing of perishable commodities at points on 
case 19691° gasoline (148 I. C. C., 717-720); Grain and related articles, transit on, at the N. Y. N. H. & H.; I. and S. 2867 (152 
p. 140. Independence, Mo.; I. and §S. 3156 (151 I. I. C. C., 168-164); p. 571. 

Frank, A. B., & Co. et al. vs. A. & R. et al.; Cc. &. Is= 16): p. 212. Idaho Commission vs. Oregon Short Line et 
case 19953; cotton and knitted goods (151 Grain and related commodities, transit pro- al.; case 20410; salt (151 I. C. C., 3-6); 
I. C. C., 579-586); p. 453. visions on, at points on C. & A.; IL. and S. p. 139. 

Franklin, S. H., Co. et al. vs. C. B. & Q. et 2303; p. 1385. Illinois Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 
al.; case 20264; chairs (151 I. C. C., 532-534; Granite, marble and stone in N. Eng. ter- 20791; petroleum products (152 I. C. C, 
p. 391. ritory; I. and S. 3168 and cases joined with 241-243); p. 639. 

Fraser, W., Jr., Inc., vs. B. & O. et al.; case it; p. 1504. Illinois Silica Sand Traffic Bureau vs. A. 7. 
19087; cottonseed hull fibre (153 I. C. C., Grand [sland Chamber of Commerce, for S. & S. F. et al.; case 17817, sub 1; silica sand 
115-117); p. 821. T. Farmer Canning Co., vs. C. B. & Q. et (152 I. C. C., 740-757); pp. 692, 1386. 

Fraser, Wm., Jr., Inc., vs. A. C, L. et al.; al.; case 20643; tin cans; p. 1564. Illinois Steel Bridge Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
case 17643; ‘also Same vs. A. & V. and same Gravel, slag, stone, ete., between N. Eng., al.; case 18706; steel (151 I. C. C., 713-714); 
vs. Same, and cases 18016, Same vs. D. L. N. Y. and Can. points; I. & S. 3210 (155 p. 454. 

& W. et al.; and 18165, Same vs. Ill. Cent. I. C. C., 407-410); p. 1318. Imperial Pipe & Threading Co. et al. vs. A. 
et al.; hull fibre or shavings (153 I. C. C., Great Southern Oil Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. T. & S. F. et al.; case 19057; iron pipe 
140-144); p. 877. F.; case 18793; pipe reparation (153 I. C. C151 I. ©. C., 353-358): p.. 394. 

Fredonia Linseed Oil Works Co. vs. Santa C., 421-426); p. 949. Indiana Chamber of Commerce vs. 1} e O, 
Fe et al.; case 18078; linseed oil (153 I. C. Great Western Oil Co., of Cleveland, vs. et al.; case 16250; silica sand (153 I. C. C., 
C., 209-214); p. 879. t Cc. & N. W. et al.; case 20398; gasoline 721-724); p. 1074. 

French Battery & Carbon Co. vs. 3 a. Mes (154 I. C. C., 641-642); p. 1074. Indiana Coke and Gas Co. et al. vs. A. & 
et al.; case 19167; zine shells (152 I. C. C., Green-Boots Construction Co. et al. vs. Mo W. et al.; case 16243; also 16611, Citizens 
399-402) ; p. 697. Pac. et al.; case 20536; hay (151 I. C. C., Gas Co. of Indiana vs. Alabama Central 

French Lick Springs Hotel Co. vs. C. I. & L. 494-496) p. 391. , et .al.; 19363, Milwaukee Coke & Gas Co. 
et al.; case 20708; Pluto water (148 I. C. Green, Hamilton, & Co., Inc., vs. B. & A. et vs. Ahnapee & Western et al.; 19403, By- 
C., 737-739); p. 73. al.; case 20381; cotton card strippings (152 Products Coke Corporation vs. Ahnapee & 

Frohman Chemical Co, vs. B. & O, et al.; I. C. C., 260-262); p. 639. Western et al.; 19878, Zenith Furnace Co. 
Sore. 17060; silica sand (103 1. C, C., 721- Gross, E., & Co. vs. New Haven et al.; case bbe Algoma Central & Hudson Bay et al; 
724); p. 1074. ; a : 20893: scrap brass (153 I. C. C., 311-313): 19387, Chicago By-Products Coke Co. ys. 

eee ee ee | ilgili iia cnt Ahnapee & Western et al.; coke (155 I. ( 
Svansville, Ind.; I. and S. 3213; p. 1503. a ae — — -. a. ao C., 70-88); p. 1383. 

Fuller Brush Co. vs. B. & M. et al.; case ee seis” ae ageing v ry = Indian Refining Co. vs. L. & N. “*. al.; case 


« 


19837; broom and mop handles (152 I. C. C., 29-904). TT ‘ ‘ 15724 petroleum products (155 1. C. C., 380- 
334-336): p. 639 363-364); p. 639. 125 ’ 
554-356); p. 639. Gurney Heater Mfg. Co. vs. B. & A.; case 386); p. 1254. 

Fuller, W. R., vs. S. A. L. et al.; case 20824; 19933; pig iron (151 I. C. C., 118-119); p. Inland Waterways Corp., Miss.-Warrior Serv- 
road rollers, ete. (155 I. C. C., 480-482); 266. ice vs. A. & S. et al.; case 11893; barge 
p. 950. Hales & Hunter Co. vs. C. & A. et al.; case line divisions (151 I. C. C., 91-107); p. 209. 

Fulton Bag & Cotton Mills vs. A. T. & S. F. 20776; oats (153 I. C. C., 61-62); p. 759. Inland Waterways Corp., operating barge 
et al.; case 20076; bags (418 I. C. C., 732 ‘ . L. & N. et al.: case line service, et al. vs. A. G. S. et al; case 


" 7 Hall Lumber Co. vs. al. 
734); p. 73. 9NNI@R- a ’ : 97_49k)- 19480; barge-rail routes and rates (151 L 
20038; lumber (152 I. C. C., 427-428); p. cc. 126-154): p. 209. 


Funsten, R. E., Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 639. F ; ‘ 

et al.; case 19977; pecans; p. 821. Hammond Motor Co. et al. vs. A. G. S. et en ——— nep. - cal. 153 
Gage Baldwin Co. C. M. & St. P. et al.; case al.; case 19922; automobile demurrage (151 7 « - ee “ee a See 

18936, sub. No. 1; fruits (152 I. C. C., 458- I. C. C., 288-290): p. 328. - C. C., 637-640); p. 1009. 

460); p. 697. Hanley-Fry Co. et al. vs. C. & N. W.; case International Diamond Drill Co. vs. C. B. & 
Galesburg Horse and Mule Co. et al. vs. C. 20977; fruits and vegetables (155 I. C. C. Q. et al.; case 20751; steel tubing (152 I. 

& N. W. et al.; case 19113; horses and 121-125); p. 1198. C. C., (254-256); p. 639. p 

mules (152 I. C. C., 165-168); p. 572. Hansen-Peterson Co. vs. Santa Fe mi. International Paper Co. et al. vs. A. & V. 
Gamble, Robinson Co. vs. Frisco; case 20971; case 16687; peaches and grapes; . 1564. et al.; case 18073; paper; p. 878. 

canned tomatoes (152 I. C. C., 297-298); Hardaway Contracting Co. vs. A. C Interstate Refineries, Inc., et al. vs. A. T. 

p. 639. al.; case 20420; second hand rails “(151 I. & S. F. et al.; case 16134; oil (152 I. C. C,, 
Gateway Hay Co. et al. vs. M. & N. A. et Cc. C.,. 386-817): p. 267. 425-426); p. 639. ; 

al.; case 20265; grain, etc. (152 I. C. C., Hartol Products Corp. vs. C. R. R. of N. J. Iola Cement Mills Traffic Assn, et al. vs. A. 

515-516); p. 697. et al.; case 21116; oil route; p. 1563. T. & S. F. et al.; case 15117; cement (152 
Gateway Hay Co. et al. vs. U. P.; case 19475; Hawkins, S. J., vs. Western Pacific et al.; I. C. C., 669-673); p. 693. 

hay inspection (151 I. C. C., 425-428); p. case 21058; potatoes (153 I. C. C., 301-303); Iowa Commission ve. A. T. & 8S. F. et ab 

329. p. 879. case 18787; corn, ete.; p. 390. 
General Box Co. vs. St. L. S. W. et al; Hay and straw, minimum rates on; I. and S. Iowa Soap Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; case 

case 20701; lumber (152 I. C. C., 279-280); 3174 (152 I. C. C., 355-359); p. 694. 18158; soap (152 I. C. C., 47-51); p. 509. — 

p. 639. Head, W. G., vs. A. T. & 8S. F. et al.; case Iron and steel articles; rate structure in- 
General Engineering & Management Corp. vs. 18975; oil (152 I. C. C., 461-466); p. 694. vestigation, part 6. No. 17000; also 15499, 

‘. C. & G. et al.; case 21000; electrical ap- Head, W. G., W. Howell, & Frank Wortman Alan Wood Iron & Steel Co. et al. VS. 

pliances (152 I. C. C., 623-626); p. 697. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 19616 and two Penna. et al.; 17878, Rates on iron and steel 
Geis-White Grain Co. et al. * 2. 2 2. sub numbers; oil (152 I. C. C., 461-466); p. articles, in carloads, within state of Ohio; 

et al.; case 18196; grain (153 I. C. C., 694. 18547, Cleveland Chamber of Commerce VS. 


94-96); p. 819. : Hild, G. B., et al. vs. C. N. S. & M.; case A. T. & S. F. et al.; 18548, Jones & Laugh- 


Georgia Peach Growers’ Exchange et al. vs. 20516; issuing of securities; pp. 329, 389. lin Steel Corp vs. A. & E. et al.; 18627, 
A. &. S. et al.; case 16462; peaches (148 I. Hilgartner Marble Co. vs. Ann Arbor et al; Cumberland Steel Co. vs. B. & O. et al; 
C. C., 755-764); p. 139. case 20534; marble slabs (148 I. C. C., 767- 18667, American Rolling Mill Co. vs. Penna. 

Gillilana On Co. of N. BM. vs. A. T. & 8. F. 770); p. 140. et al.; 18688, Inland Steel Co. et al. vs. 
et al.; case 20606; gasoline (152 I. C. C., Hill-Lawson Co. vs. A. & E. et _al.; case A. C. & Y. et al.; 18951, Detroit Board of 
764-766); p. 759. 20605; potatoes (155 I. C. C., 227-229); p. Commerce vs. A. & E. et al.; 19023; Kz 

Glidden Co. vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; case 19756; 1198. mazoo Chamber of Commerce vs. A. & E. 
opaque lacquer (153 I. C. C., 684-688); p. Hines, Edward, Yellow Pine Co. vs. M. S. et al.; 19036, Lansing Chamber of Com- 
1073. et al.; case 20684; lumber (152 I. C. C., merce vs. A. & E. et al.; 19066, Motor 

Globe Cotton Oil Mills et al. vs. A. E, et al.; 455-457); p. 639. Wheel Corp vs. A. & E. et al.; 19085, El- 
case 20400; cottonseed oil (148 I. C. C., Hoboken Mfgers. R. R. Co. Santa Fe et al.; mira Steel Co., Inc., vs. L. V. et al.; 19134, 
695-699); p. 73. case 18672; silk Ghjicienen (35 i. Cc. C., 330- National Supply Co. et al. vs. N. Y. C. et 

Glove Gealer ‘& Milling Co. vs. Santa Fe et 338); p. 1253. al.; 19400, Keystone Steel & Wire Co. VS. 
al.; case 20222; dried beans (153 I. C. C., Hoffman Brs. Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. C. & A. et al.; 19428, Kawneer Co. vs. B. 
277-278); p. 879. et al.; case 21641; pecans; p. 821. & O. et al.; 19498, Barry Mfg. Co. vs. A. 

Glover Hardware & Harness Co. vs. C. & N. Hohenberg, M., & Co. et al. vs. A. & W. P. & E. et al.; 19531, Keystone Steel & Wire 
W.; case 20443; harness (152 I. C. C., 107- et al.; case 19554; cotton (151 I. C. C., 574- Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; Investigation an 
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Suspension 2713, iron and steel articles from al.; case 15348; lumber (148 I. C. C., 517- Lynchburg (Va.) Chamber of Commerce 

Ls Brazil and Terre Haute, Ind., to Chicago; 518); p. 16. Traffic Bureau vs. N. & W. et al.; case 

OE 2890, iron and steel artic les, ‘carloads, be- Krupp Foundry Co. vs. Southern et al.; case 19398; freight wagon (152 I. C. C., 550-552); 
31, tween points in New England territory; 16356; cast iron pipe (148 I. C. C., 743- _p. 697. 

and 2896, iron and_ steel articles from 754); p. 72. MacDougald Construction Co. vs, C. of G. et 
al; Cleveland, O., to Dunkirk, N. Y. (155 I. C. K.-T. Oil Corp. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; al.; case 21093; fuel oil (153 I. C. C., 797- 

92); G., 517-600); p. 1561. case 20500; lubricating oil (152 I. C. C., 798); p. 1137. 
e Jron and steel, chain, and bolt, nail, rivet, and 213-216); p. 639. Magnolia Petroleum Co. vs. A, T. & S. F. 
. wire rods in offic fal seorisery: I. and S. Lakeland, City of, Fla., vs. A. C. L. et al.; et al.; case 19366; iron and steel tanks 
(155 3029 (151 I. C. C., 83-90); p. 221i. case 19472; road roller (152 1. C. C., 621- (151 I. C. C., 795-798); p. 759. 
3 Iron or steel, scrap, “stopped in transit for 622); p. 697. Magnolia Petroleum Co. vs. C. R. lL & G. 
_ & sorting, handling, and storing at Minne- Lawton Glass Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; case et al.; case 18846; iron and steel tanks 
ulp- apolis, Minn. Transfer, and St. Paul; I. 21036; glass sand (155 I. C. C., 341-342); (151 I. C. C., 795-798); p. 769. 

and S. 3204 (155 I. C. C., 285-290); p. 1198. p. 1254. Magnolia Pipe Line Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
ay Jackson. Brewing Co. et * vs. A. G.'S. et al.; Leach, C. E., vs. Ore.-Wash. R. R. & Nav. et al.; case 19366, sub. 1; iron and steel 
22); case 20220; beverages; 821. Co, et al.; case 20584; goots (151 I. Cc. C., tanks (151 I. C, C., 795-798); p. 759. 

Pa Jackson (Miss.) Traffic Bureau ve. A. C. Le 513-515); p. 391. Maine & New Hampshire Granite Corp. vs. 
al. ? et al.; case 21142; imported citrus fruit Leach, Omar, vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case B. & M. et al.; case 18985; granite (155 I. 
-* (155 LC. G., 427-430); p. 1318. 19731; onions (152 I. C. C., 397-398); p. 639. Cc. G., 15-19); p. 1198. 
a Jackson (Miss.) Traffic Bureau, for Clifford Lees, James, & Sons vs. P. & R.; case 20459; Maloney Tank Manufacturing Co. et al. vs. 
, in Waterhouse vs. C. & A. et al.; case 20618; imported wool (148 I. C. C., 603-604); p. 74. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 18864; steel fab- 
hee road building machinery (152 I. C. C., 684- Lehigh Portland Cement Co. vs. C. & O. et rication routes (153 I. C. C., 741-750); p. 
eV 687); p. 759. al.; case 21078; cement (152 I. C. C., 351- 1135. : 
: Jackson Traflic Bureau, for R. H. Green et 354); p. 635. Manly Construction Co. vs. C. C. C. & St. 
.C, al., vs. Ill. Cent.; case 19483; fourth sect. Lehigh Portland Cement Co. vs. A. & R. et L.; case 19867; locomotive cranes (152 I. 
7 ap. 1618 and others: clean rice (153 1. C. C., al.; case 15806; cement (155 I. C. C., 339- C. C., 612-614); p. 697. 
- & 91-28); p. 759. 340); p. 1254. Mansfield, Fred. C., Co. vs. C. & N. W. et 
.C, Jackson Traffic Bureau vs. C. M. St. P. & Leigh Banana Case Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. al.; case 17490; evaporated milk (151 I. C. 
WP. P. et al.; case 20772; paper (153 I. Cc. C., et al.; case 20385; fruit and vegetable con- C., 774-776); p. 820. 
Case 933-235): p. 820. tainers (152 I. C. C., 601-611); p. 691. Manufacturers’ Assn. of Chicago Heights, 
. Jackson Traffic Bureau, for Jackson Fertil- Leonard, Crosset, and Riley vs. A. T. & S. for Am. Manganese Steel Co., vs. 5S. Pi 
. izer Co., vs. A. B. & C. et al.; case 21143; IF. et al.; case 17586; vegetables (151 LC. case 19911; manganese steel scrap (155 I. 
2 I, crude phosphate rock (155 I. C. C., 481- C., 1-2); p. 212. : Cc. C., 180-182); p. 1198. 
939: 434); p. 1386. Leonard, Crosset & Riley, Inc., et al. vs. Marble Products, Inec., vs. L. & N. et al.; 
47). Jaloff, A., etc., vs. S. P. & S. et al.; case A. H. T. et al.; case 20337; also 20853, case 21008; marble chips (155 I. C. C., 293- 
bis 16552; bus operation (152 I. C. C., 758-760); Northwestern Potato Exchange, Inc., vs. 296); p. 1198. 
bi p. 757. Same; 7." Salina Chamber of Commerce Marshall Cotton Oil Co. et al. vs. A. & V. 
rch Jamestown Baking Co., Inec., vs. B. & O. et et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 19778, Wichita et al.; case 18066, Sub. 1, fertilizer; p. 389. 
a al.; case 21329; waxed paper (155 I. C. C., Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. T. & S. Martin-Nash Motor Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. 
z 235-236); p. 1198. F. et al.; 20728, Northwestern Potato Ex- et al.; case 15689); automobiles (152 I. C. 
(133 Jersey Cereal Co. vs. P. R. R. et al.; case change, Inc., et al. vs. Abilene & Southern C., 179-185); p. 573. 
(15 20628; corn flakes (153 I. C. C., 589-590); et al.; also 16613 (Sub. No. 1), Grand Forks Marx, A., & Sons, Inc., vs. La. Ry. & Nav. 
t p. 1009. Commercial Club vs. Ahnapee & Western Co, et al.; case 18877; pig lead (151 I. C. C., 
6): Jessup & Moore Paper Co. vs. A. C. & Y. et et al., reopened and further argued with 298-300); p. 327. 
: al.; case 20138; woodpulp (148 I. C. C., 791- these cases in so far as it concerns rates Marx, A., & Sons, Inc., vs. Y. & M. V. et 
“ase 796); p. 140. to the southwest; potatoes (155 I. C. C., al.; case 19882; pig lead (151 I. ©. C., 525- 
C Jewel Co., Inc., vs. Mo. Pac. et al.; case 89-105); p. 1317. 526); p. 391. , : 
ay 19989; gasoline (152 I. C. C., 175-178); Levers, R. E., vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case Massoasoit Manufacturing Co. vs. A. & R. 
T p. 573. 18878; oil (152 I. C. C., 461-466); p. 694. et_al.; case 21639; hull fibre or shavings 
and Johannesburg Mfg. Co. vs. M. C.; case 20562; Levit & Woorman vs. M. K. T. of Texas et (153 I. C. C., 140 ~144); p. 877. 
service (151 I. C. C., 62-68); p. 214. al.; case 20216; live poultry (148 I. C. C., Mathieson Alkali Works vs. L. & N. et al.; 
” et Johnson-Randall Co. et al. vs. Ann Arbor 572-574); p. 16. case 19640; also Same vs. N. & W. et al., 
14): et al.; case 20987; coal (153 I. C. C., 728- Levy, Max, & Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; case case 19808; and Same vs. A. & B. B. et al.; 
, 730); p. 1074. 20595; broken glass (152 I. C. C., 69-74); case 20384; soda (153 I. C. C., 784-792); p. 
- Johnston, A., Grand Chief Engineer, Broth- p. 571, : 1135. ; 
pipe erhood of Locomotive Engineers, et al. vs. Lewis, F. J., Manufacturing Co. vs. B. & O.; McClain Sand Co. vs. Monongahela et al.; 
pip A. & R. et al.; case 20746; locomotive fire case 20916; pitch carbon coke (151 I. C. C., case 19724; sand and gravel (151 I. C. C., 
0 doors (151 I. C. C., 448-468); p. 571. 279-280); p. 328. : 179-182); p. 266. — ; 
"1a Joint Council of the International Apple Lewis, F. J., Manufacturing Co. vs. B. & O. McDonald, J. G., Chocolate Co. vs. B. & O. 
ar Shippers’ Assn. et al. vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. case 20994; fuel pitch (152 I. C. C., 367- et al.; case 21290; candy (155 I. C. C., 475- 
& et al.; case 16570; icing charges (152 I. C. 368); p. 639. 479); p. 1386. 
zens C., 158-164); p. 571. Liberty Cooperage and Lumber Co. vs. P. McEwing and Thomas Clay Products Co. et 
tral Joint through rates, cancellation of, via R. R. et al.; case 19585; barrels (151 I. C. al. va. C. & E. I. et al.; case 16282; brick q 
Co Alton and Southern; I. and §. 3171 (153 C., 175-178); p. 266. (148 I. C. C., 527-529); yp. 16 (155 1. C. C., } 
By. I. C. C., 121-124); p. 820. oe | Glass fe < M. SM. P. ncthohes p- a South ie al 
F ee ee , il eas et al.; case 19406; broken glass (152 IL. C. McGahey, T. B., vs. Southern et al.; case i 
_< ee te ee ee C., 69-74); p. 571. 20847; ground limestone (152 I. C. Cl, 589- 
Co. 9830; class S; p. Little Rock Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. 590); p. 697. 
al.; Julian Petroleum Corp. vs. A, T. & S. F. et A. G. S. et al.; case 18066; fertilizer (151 I. McGinnis-Burdette Lumber Co. vs. A. T. & N. q 
al.; case 19079; iron pipe (151 I. C. C., 780- C. C., 331-352); p. 389. et al.; case 19737; lumber (155 I. C. C., 441- 
Be 782); p. 513. Locher, E. H., vs. K. C. S. et al.; case 21028; 446); p. 1318. 
aia Justice, Chas. H., Co. vs. Holton Interurban paving joints (153 I. C. C., 731-733); p. 1074. McGinnis-Burdette Lumber Co. vs. A. T. & 
380. et al.; case 20139; baled hay (153 I. C. C., Locomotives, in the matter of rules and in- N. et al.; case 18344; lumber (155 I. C. C., | 
ae 673-683); p. 1074. structions for the inspection of; Ex Parte 43-46); p. 1198. 
Karnofsky Bros. vs. P. R. R.; case 20826; 38; status of C. N. S. & M. (122 I. C. C., McHenry-Millhouse Mfg. Co., Inc., vs. N. Y. { 
arv- vegetables (155 I. C. C., 12-14); p. 1198. 414); p. 877. O. & W. et al.; case 20448; asphalt shin- 1 
irge Karr, James P., vs. L. & N. et al.; case Logan-Long Co. vs. A. & W. P. et al.; case gles, ete. (151 I. C. C., 501-502); p. 391. 
209. 20758; dredge boat parts (151 I. C. C., 644- 20669; asphalt shingles, ete. (148 I. C. C,, McInnis-Chrevolet Co. vs. La. Ry. & Nav. 
urge 646); p. 454. : 735-737); p. 74. Co.; case 20290; automobiles (152 I. C. C., 
ase Keathly, A., vs. L. & N. et al.; case 19589; Lone Star Gas Co. vs. B. R. & P. et al.; case 287-289); p. 639. 
il bituminous rock (155 I. C. C., 371-374); p. 20034; iron pipe couplings (151 I. C. C., Menasha Printing & Carton Co. vs. C. & N. 
1318. 529-531); p. 454. W. et al.; case 20653; mixed shipments of ! 
vs. Kennedy, W. P., Construction Co. vs. A. G. Lone Star Gas Co. vs. A. T. & F, et al.; pulpboard boxes and wrapping paper (152 H 
(153 S. et al.; case cy power shovel (152 case 19803; engines and parts Gass . a I. C. C., 231-234); p. 639. 

I. C, C., 769-771); 759. 287-298); p. 878. Menominee Chamber of Commerce on Be- 
 £ Kentucky Mine Senoty Co. et al. vs. South- Longhart Supply Co. et al. vs. C. R. IL. & G. half of Northern Hardware & Supply Co. | 
2 | ern et al.; case 20172; stoves (152 I. C. C., et al.; case 20659; pipe (153 I. C. C., 118- vs. C. & N. W., and sub-number, Green 

92-94); p. 572. 120); p. 821. Bay Assn. of Com. vs. S. S. & A. et al.; 

V. Keokuk Chamber of Commerce Traffic Bur- Louisiana Farm Bureau Federation, Inc., et case 20487; hardware (153 I. C. C., 347- 

eau et al. vs. A. & V. et al.; case 20192; al. vs. La. Ry. & Nav. Co. et al.; case 354); p. 879. 

T. staves and heading (152 I. C. C., 99-101); 18407; potatoes (151 I. C. C., 631-632); p. Merrimac Paper Co. vs. B. & M. et al.; 

eld Pp. 572. 391. case 20183; china clay, imported (152 I. C. 
Keokuk Chamber of Commerce Traffic Bur- Louisiana Western Lumber Co. vs. Louisiana C., 141-144); p. 573. 

- eau et al. vs. C. B. & Q.; case 20679; sand Western et al.; case 19060; prepared roof- Metal and Thermit Corp. vs. I. C. et al.; case 

(152 and gravel (153 J. C. C., 382-386): p. 949. ing (155 I. C. C., 311-312); p. 1254. 21331; coal (155 I. C. C., 641-642); p. 1386. 

Keokuk Shippers’ Assn. et al. vs. B. & O. Luckenbach Steamship Co., Inc., et al. vs. L. Miami Laundry Co. vs. F. E. C. et al.; case 

al: et al.; case 15833; silica sand (152 I. C. C., V. et al.; case 19561, sub. 1; canned fruits 20833; also 12 sub numbers; machinery 

749-757); p. 692 and vegetables (152 I. C. C., 703-715); p. (153 I. C. C., 506-510); p. 950. 

‘ase Kern, Sidney, & Co. vs. M. & O. et al.: case 757. Midwest Coal Assn. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
21114; peaches (153 I. G. C., 407-408); p. Lumber from the Pacific south coast to Cen- case 20426, Sub. 1; coal; p. 1386. 
in- 950. tral territory; fourth section application Mid-West Fruit Co. vs. I. G. N. et al.; case 
490, Kieckhefer Container Co. vs. P. R. R. et al.; 12725 (151 I. C. C., 763-773); p. 509. 21504; watermelons (155 I. C. C., 205); p. 
VE. case 20521; wood pulp (151 I. G. C., 503- Lumber or related articles from Pacific north- 1198. 
teel 506); p. 391. west to various interstate destinations— Mid West Refining Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
hio; Kilgore Seed Co. vs. S. A. L.; case 20248; combination rule and rates on; I. and S. al.; case 21621; oil well supplies (155 I. C. 
vs. potatoes (151 I. C. C., 193- 196); p. 267. 3182; p. 1503. C., 438-440); p. 1318. 
gh- istler Leather Co. vs. L. & N. et al.: case Lumber transited at points on DeQ. & E. Miller Lumber Co. vs. N. Y. C.; case 20085; 
627, xn: tanning extract; p. 1447. and T. O. & E.; I. and S§S. 3189 (152 I. C. lumber (155 I. C. C., 296-298); p. 1198. 
al.: ilmer, Bert, vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case C., 697-698); p. 759. Milliken Bros. Mfg. Co., Inc., vs. P. R. R,; 
na. 20661: gasoline and kerosene (151 I. C. C., Lummis & Co. vs. Albemarle Steam Nav. case 20523; secondhand iron building ma- 
vs. — ~430); p. 330. Co. et al.; case 20326; peanuts (148 I. C. terial (152 I. C. C., 767-768); p. 759. 
| of ing, Sheppard W., vs. V. S. & P. et al.; C., 662-666); p. 74. Milne Lumber Co. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; case 
sie 2 19534; cotton (152 I. C. C., 471- 472): Luzerne Paper Corp. vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. 17552; lumber (152 I. C. C., 65-66); p. 572. 
E. Kh 9. et al.; case 20140; rosin size (148 I. C. C., Miner Lumber Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al.; 
>m- lipstein, E. C., & Sons Co. vs. C. R. R. of 740-742); p. 212. case 20502; rough lumber (153 I. C. C., 225- 
stor N. A et al.; case 18311; laundry tubs, etc.; Lynchburg (Va.) Chamber of Commerce 226); p. 9. 
El- xe. 316. Traffic Bureau vs. Manufacturers’ Ry. of Minnesota Valley Canning Co. vs. C. & N. 
134, noxville Freight Bureau et al. vs. Southern St. Louis et al.; case 17525; cereal bever- W. et al.; case 20504; also four sub. num- 
et et al.; case 19146; corn starch (151 I. C. ages (148 I. C. C., 785-786); p. 212. bers; tin cans (153 I. C. C., 777-780); p. 
VS. 23 309- -312); p. 327. Lynchburg (Va.) Chamber of Commerce 1137. 
B. —_ Chese Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al.; ; case Traffic Bureau vs. Southern et al.; case Mintzloff, F. C., et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
A ME sane tinfoil (153 I. C. C., 643-644); p. 1074. 19735; lumber routing (152 I. C. C., 119- ot - case 11230; coal (151 I. C. C., 759-762); 
rauss Bros. Lumber Co. vs. Southern et 121); p. 572. . 511, 
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Missouri Gravel Co. vs. B. & Q.; case 
seas Bee | and gravel tise I. C. C., 561- 
5 

Missourt Portland Cement Co. *, Ill. Cent. 
et al.; case 21027; sand (152 I. C. C., 381- 
382); ’p. 639. 

Montello Granite Co. vs. Soo Line et al.; 
oeee 8 19910; rough granite (148 I. C. C., 721- 
7 

mM Cotton Exchange et al. vs. L. 
& N.; case 16744; cotton (153 I. C. C., 402- 
404); p. 950. 

Morgan, F. C., vs. I. C.; case 21539; dredg- 
- machinery (155 I. C. C., 657- 658) ; p. 

Muller, E. B., & os vs. P. M. et al.; case 
19451; chicory (151 I. C. C., 787-794); P .% 

Murphy, F. S., Lumber Co. vs. & 

W. et al.; case 20831; lumber (152 I. a & 
565-566); p. 697. 

Murphy, W. A., vs. Am. Ry. Express Co. 
et al.; case — cherries (152 I. C. C., 
237-238); p. 639. 

Muskegon Ry & Nav. Co. et al. vs. P. ¥- et 
al.; case 20555; F on use track (148 I. C. 
C., 653-661); 

Nash Finch Go. a ‘al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
—?—" 20164; salt (152 I. C. C., 138- 1409; 


p. a 

Nashville Grain Exchange vs. L. & N. et al.; 
case 18884; hay (153 I. C. C. 19-20); p. 759. 

National Assn. of Printing Ink Makers, Inc., 
vs. A. a & S. F. et al.; case 19043; ink 
(151 I. 777-779); p. 455. , 

National Sar a Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
al.; case 16496; steel castings (155 I. C. C 
291-292); p. 1198. 

National Concrete Metal Forms Corp. vs. 
L. & N., case 20854; floor arches, ete. (155 
I. C. C., 230-232); p. 1198. 

National Cottonseed Products Corp. et al. vs. 
St. L.-S. F.; case 21170; cottonseed (152 
I. C. C., 453-454); p. 697. 

National Iron Co. vs. Cape Girardeau North- 
ern et al.; case 21111; scrap iron (153 L. C. 
C., 303- 304); p. 879. 

National Mortar & Supply Co. vs. Ann Arbor 
et al.; case 20039; a limestone 
(152 I. C. C., 429- 433); p. 691 

National Screw Manufacturing ‘Co. vs. Nickel 
Plate; case 20715; iron bolts (155 I. C. C., 
209- 211); p. 1198. 

National Show Case Co. vs. S. A. L. et al.; 
case 18983; fixtures (151 I. C. C., 232-236); 


p. 266. 

National Tinsel Manufacturing Co. vs. C. & 
N. W. et al.; case 17266; tinsel (148 I. C. C., 
780-784); p. 211 

Naval stores from S. Atlantic ports to Can- 
ada; I. and S. 3183; p. 1386. 

Nevada Packing Co. vs. S. P. et al.; case 
12741; meats (151 I. C. C., 33-44); p. 263. 

Nelson, N. O., Manufacturing Co. vs. Mis- 
souri. as et = ; case 20957; plumbers’ 
goods (153 I o 272-276); p. 879. - 

Newbauer, J.H & Co. et al. vs. N. W. st 
et al.; case 18527; wrapping paper (151 I 
C. C., 221-224); p. 266. 


New Bedford Board of Commerce vs. A. 
W. P. et al.; case 19788; cotton (152 I. 
C., 122-124); p. 572 


& 
C. 
Newburger Cotton Co., Inc., vs. G@G M. & N 


et al.; case 21055; cotton (155 I. C. C., 327- 

329); p. 1254. 
Newsom & McLeod vs. F. E. C. et al.; case 
662-664); p. 


20609; potatoes (152 I. C. Cc. 
695. 


New York Architectural Terra Cotta Co. vs. 
C. R. R. of N. J. et al.; case —” terra 
cotta (151 I. C. C., 181-182); p. 

Nichols and Cox Lumber Co. vs. . T. Ws 
case 16918, sub. 1; also Same vs. T. S. & 
M.; case 16918; ‘lumber demurrage (153 
I. C. C.. 793-796); p. 1137. 

Nichols Wire Sheet & Hardware Co. et al. 
vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 18046; iron 
and steel (148 I. C. C., 675-680); p. 73. 

Nivison-Weiskopf Co. et al. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 17272; sand (153 I. C. C., 469-473); p. 


949. 
Noll, H. C., vs. C. R. I. & P. et al.; case 
20082; cabinets with loud speakers (153 


I. C. C., 35-38); p. 820. 

Norcross Marble Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
ee rough marble (153 I. C. C., 105-108); 
p. , 

Nordman, Commissioner of Markets. State of 
Wisconsin, vs. A. & R. et al.; case 17713; 
cheese (153 I. C. C., 239-266); p. 1136. 

North American Cement Corp. vs. A. & R. et 
al.; case 19943, sub 1; lime and limestone 
(153 I. C. C., 431-443); p. 1007. 

North Carolina State Highway Commission 
vs. N. & by et al.; case 20841; gravel (I. C 
C., 29-31); 759. 

North Dakota. State of, Doing Business as 
State Mill and Elevator Association, vs. 
Northern ane case 19973; a prod- 
ucts (153 I. C., 215-222); p. 879. 

Northern Ind. Grick Co. vs. Big Four et al.; 
case 21139; sand-lime brick (152 I. C. Cc. 
308-310); p. 637. 

North State Creosoting Co. vs. Southern et 
al.; case 20646; creosote oil (148 I. C. C., 
667-670); PR 4. 

Northwest Arkansas Freight Bureau vs. Ann 
Arbor et al.; case 18529; grapes and straw- 
berries (153 I. C. C., 371-381); p. 949. 

Northwest Ark. Freight Bureau vs. K. C. S. 
et al.; case 19820; strawberries (155 I. C. C., 
187-192); p. 1198. 

Northwest Engineering Co. vs. S. A. L. et 





al.; case 20823; road rollers, etc. (153 I. C. 
C., 480-482); p. 950. 

Northwestern Fruit Exchange vs. G. N. et 
at beg _ apples (151 I. C. C., 591- 

Northwestern Fruit Exchange vs. Erie; case 
18423; apples (152 I. C. C., 395-396); p. 639. 

Northwestern Leather Co. Trust vs. Central 
of Georgia et al.; case 21070; green salted 
hides (153 I. C. C., 314-316); p. 879. 

Northwestern Milling Co. vs. Northern Pa- 
cific; case —h wheat products (153 I. C. 
C., 215-222); p. 879. 

Northwest Paper Co. vs. C. M. P. - 
al.; case 18775; rosin size (151 I. &§ G. 306 
308); p. 328. 

Northwestern Terra Cotta Co. et al. vs. C. B. 
& Q. et al.; case 20716; fuel oil (153 I. C. C., 
279-282); p. 879. ‘ 

Norwood, Calef & Co. vs. B. & M. et al.; 
case 20781; chair seat frames (152 I. C. C., 
405-406); p. 639 

Nowlin, A. S., & Co. vs. N. & W. case 19368; 
coal (155 I. C. C., 467-470); p. 1318. 

Nueces Co. Navigation District No. 1 vs. A. 
and S. et al.; case 20232; cotton; p. 1448. 
Nutile Fruit Co. vs. B. & M.; case 20622; 

grapes (155 I. C. C., 221-224); p. 1198. 

Oden-Elliott Lumber Co. vs. Southern; case 

21131; lumber (155 I. C. C., 481-483); p. 


1386. 

Off-track Station and Constructive Receipt 
and Delivery of Freight at St. Louis and 
E. St. Louis; I. and S. 2934 (155 I. C. C., 
129-179); p. 1385. 

Ogden Packing and Provision Co. vs. D. & 
R. G. et al.; case 12357; meats (151 I. C. 
C., 33-44); p. 263. 

Ohio Commission vs. 


P. R. R.; is 20247; 
——" fire doors (151 I. C. 


» 448-468); 


5 
Oklahoma City Chamber of Commerce et al. 
* A. V. I. et al.; case 19668; salt (151 
C. C., 202-206); p. 267. 
ohiekens Commission vs. A. & S. et al.; 
case 14150; — section relief (148 I. C. 


C., 316-322); 
Oklahoma Stee ¥ Co. vs. & R. I. & P. 
et al.; case 20681; sand (153 LI. C. 59-60); 


p. 821. 

Oklahoma Traffic Assn. et al. vs. A. T. & S. 
F. et al.; case 16906; pig lead (151 I. C. C., 
500-708); D. 455. 

Okmulgee rniture Co. vs. Ft. S. & W. et 
al.; case 20660; furniture (152 I. C. C., 586- 
588); p. 697. 

Old Dominion Glass Corp. vs. P. R. R. et al.; 
~~ 18171; fuel oil (155 I. C. C., 363-364); 


318. 
ole Hill Limestone Co., Inc., vs. C. & O. 
et. al.; case 20364 and two sub. numbers, 
Same vs. Same and Same vs. B. & O. 
et al.; stone (152 I. C. C., 473-477); p. 639. 


Operators’ Assn. of Williamson Field vs. C. 
& O. et al.; case 18641; coal (152 I. C. C., 
641-653); p. 758. 

Orchard & Wilhelm Furniture Factory, vs. 
Cc. & N. W. et al.; case 20547; furniture 
stock (152 I. C. C., 219-220); p. 639 


Oregon Commission vs. Cent. Pac. et al.; 
case 19680; construction of line; p. 636. 


Oswego, City of, N. Y., vs. & O. et al.; 
case 17837; grain (151 3 717- 724); 
p. 452. 

Ozark Cider and Vinegar Co. vs. A. T. & S. 
F. et al.; case 20587; vinegar (153 I. C. C., 
477-479); p. 950. 

Pacific Cotton and Finance Corp. vs. S. P. 
+ aa case 20368; cotton and linters; p. 
137. 

Pacific Cottonseed Products Corp. et al. vs. 
Inter-California et al.; case ei cotton- 
seed (152 I. C. C., 360-362); p. 697. 

Pacific States Butter, Egg, Cheese and Poul- 
try Assn. vs. S. P. et al.; case 17143; also 
fourth sect. ap. woe. dairy products re- 
frigeration (151 I. C. 244- 269) ; p. 264. 

Page and Son vs. S. Se et al.; case 20812; 
cabbages (152 I. C. C., 311- 312); p. 639. 

Palmisano, Mike, vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
gt potatoes cass i. Cc. C., 360-362); p. 


T. & S. F. et al.; 
47-51); p. 509. 
R, et al.; case 20862; 
17-18); p. 759. 
P. et 


B. 
& &, 


ma Co. vs. case 
17742; soap (152 tr ‘c. G 


Parker, E. W., vs. P. R 


Cc. 
et 


traction crane (153 I. <=. ¢. 
Parkersburg Rig and Reel Co. vs. S. 
Park Mills, Inc., vs. B. & M. et al.; case 
20815; wool; p. 1447. 
case 19831; poultry; p. 1564. 
Peabody, S. J., Lumber Co. vs. P. R. R. 
Peabody > ae rg Co. vs. P. R$ 
case 5156 and sub 1 
Peabody, 8. J., Lumber Co. vs. Nickel Plate 
et al.; case 19909; piling; p. 821 
& 
P. et al.; case 18946; linseed oil Abt 
1. €. c, 78-82); p. 213. 
et al.; case 20296; liquid i (151 
C., 535- 537); p. 454, 
al.; case 20706; cedar posts (152 I. C. C., 
229-230); p. 639. 
et al.; case 20136; hosiery (152 I. C. C., 
199- 201); p. 639. 


al.; case 18647; tank material; p. 949. 
Patterson Produce Co. vs. G. C. & S. F. et al.; 

case a hoop plank; p. 1504. 

Giese pes. ; lumber (153 I. . C., 
Ts a Co. of Ga. va al. vs. 
Pecos Valley Lumber Co. vs. A. & ‘sz 
Pendleton and Gilkey vs. M. R. L. & M. ¢ 
Penney, z C., Co., Inc., vs. C. C. C. & St. La 
Pepin Pickling Co. vs. C. & N. W.; case 20282; 





eae in brine (153 I. C. C., 449-451); p 


Perishable shipments, rules for handling 1, 
C. L. in individual cars; I. & S. 3155 (159 
I. C. C., 691-696); p. 693. 

Perrine- -Armstrong Go. vs. . 3am 
20604; logs (151 I. C., 285: ‘8; 8 . 328, 

Perrine- Armstrong S5. vs. P. 

21109; lumber (152 I. C. C. 617- 518); >. Or 

Perryton Equity Exchange et al. vs. ei T. 
& S. F. et al.; case 21072; salt (152 I. C. Cc. 
251-253); p. 639. 

Peterson Biddick Co. vs. ¢ B. & Q. et al,; 
— 20794; poultry (151 I. C. C., 376-378); 


Pet Milk Co. vs. P. R. R. et al.; ; Case 20816; 
canned evaporated milk (155 I. C. C., 377: 
379); p. 1318. 

Petroleum and Its Products From Wyoming 
to the Dakotas, Minnesota, Iowa, Nebrams 
and Montana; I. and S. 3148 (153 I. C. ¢, 
363-370); p. 877. 

Petroleum and products from lower Miss, 
Valley points to Ohio River crossings and 
Ky. points; I. and S. 3188 (153 I. C. ¢, 
666-672); p. 1008. 

Petroleum and products from Okla. to Gulf 
ports for export and coastwise movement; 
A ae S. 3144 (153 I. C. C., 483-488); p. 

Petroleum from Colorado, wr to Louisville, 
BY ee and S. 2143 (151 I a. C., 381-384); 


Phillips Petroleum Co. vs. A. T. & S. F, 
et al.; case 20397; engines and parts (153 
I. C. c., 287-298); p. 878. 

Phoenix Construction Co., Inc., et al. vs. B. 
Ss. L. & W. “+ al.; case 18962; contractors’ 
supplies (152 I. C. C., a” rg pp. 454, 820, 

Phoenix Utility Co. vs. G. N. bf et al.; 
case 20754; crushed stone ss 1 <&. Cy 751- 
755); p. 1137. 

Piedmont Corp. vs. G. and N. W. et al.; case 
a stone (153 I. C. C., 751-755); 
p. A 

Pine Plume Lumber Co. vs. G. M. & N. et al; 
case 20941; lumber (153 I. C. C., 127-128); 


p. 821. 

Plaster board from and to points in Southern 
territory; A and S. 3166 (151 I. C. C., 385- 
390); p. 328 

Pocahontas Operators’ Assn. vs. C. & O. 
al. — 18641; coal (152 I. C. C., 641- 653): 


Dp. 8 

Poehlman Bros. Co. vs. L. & N.; case 19856; 
coal (155 I. C. C., 51-55); p. 1198. 

Polito & Moscrey Co. et al. vs. C. & N. W. 
et al.; case 20692; bananas (153 I. C. C., 327- 
332); p. 879. 

Poll Construction Co. vs. C. & E. I.; case 
20759; coal (152 I. C. C., 555-560); p. 758. 
Powder and high explosives, rates on, in 
. Arizona; case 16412 (151 I. C. C., 155-169); 

p. 265; (155 I. C. C., 479-480); p. 265. 


Potomac Electric Power Co. et al. vs. C. & 
O. et al.; case 18641; coal (152 I. C. C,, 
641-653); p. 758. 

Pressburg, I. L., vs. GC. & S. F. et al; 
case 17181; horses and mules—statute of 
limitation (153 I. C. C., 605-608); p. 1072. 

Procter and Gamble Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
—- 17272; sand (153 I. C. C., 469-473); p. 


Procter and Gamble Co. vs. A. & V. et al.; 
case 16957; rosin transit (153 I. C. C., 655- 
665); p. 1071. 

Providence, City of, vs. N. Y. N. H. & H.; 
a lumber (151 I. C. C., 391-419); 
p. . = 

Providence Fruit & Produce Exchange vs. 
a Haven; case 16658; icing charges; 


878. 

Pyott, G. W., Sand & Gravel Co. et al. vs. 
A. T. & S. 'F. et al.; case 16747; sand and 
gravel (148 I. C. C., 636-640); p. 73. 

Quiroga & Co., Inc., vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case 18906; egEs ‘for export (152 I. C. C.,, 
674-683); p. 693 

Railway mail pay; Docket 9200; Denver & 
Lake R. R. (151 I. C. C., 734-758); D. 

Red Wing Millwork Co. vs. C. M. . St. P. 
et al.; case 20785; doors, etc. (152 I. C. C., 
407- 408); p 639. 

Reed- Daweon Co. vs. F. E. C.; case 20594; 
slag (152 I. C. C., 627-628); p. 697. 

Refrigeration charges on fruits, vegetables, 
berries and melons from points in Florida, 
Georgia, the Carolinas, and Virginia, t0 
destinations in Trunk Line and New cu 
land territories; Docket 17936 (151 I. C. C. 
649-697; p. 451. 

Refrigerators, household, between points in 
W. T. L. territory; I. and S. 3246 (155 L 
C. C., 461-466); p. 1385. 

Reliance Co., Inc., vs. Houston and Texas 
Central et al.; case 19593; secondhand drill- 
ing machinery (153 I. Cc. C., 334-346); DB 

Reparation on intrastate traffic; Ex Parte 
88; coal (148 I. C. C., 771-774); p. 212. 

Republic Creosoting Co. vs. B. & et al; 
case 20421; creosote oil (152 I. C. C., 117- 
118); p. 639. 

Richmond Co. Coal Merchants’ Assn. vs. B. & 
O. et al.; case 15012; coal (152 I. C. Cu 
61-64); p. 572. 

Richmond Mica Corp. vs. B. & O. et aly 
case 20591; imported scrap mica (152 L 
Cc. C., 221- 225); p 39. 

Ridenour-Baker ln Co. vs. A. T. & S 

F. et al.; case 18281; cheese (153 I. C. Cu 

239-266); p. 1136. 
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Rio Grande Oil Co, vs. A. & S. F. et al.; 
case 20592; sulphuric ‘acid (162 1. wu. C., 
583-585); p. 697. 

Ritter Hardwood Lumber Co. “ al. vs. N. & 
W.; case 21496; lumber (153 I. C. C., 651- 
654); p. 1074. 

River Raisin Paper Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
ease 17822; silica sand (153 I. C. C., 721- 
724); p. 1074. 

Roberts Construction Co. vs. & Q. et 
al.; case 19379; paving brick at I. Cc. C., 
587-590) ; 454. 

Rock Aspha t Co. of America, Inc., vs. L. & 
N.; case 21367; steam shovel (153 x‘ & c. 
451-452); p. 879. 

Roddenberry, W. B., et al. vs. A. C. L. et 
al.; case 19929; corn syrup (153 I. C. C., 
598-600); p. 1009. 

Rome Oil Mills vs. L. & N. et al.; case 20275; 
cottonseed (152 I. C. C., 145-146); p. 573. 

Roodin & Co. vs. P. M. et al.; case 19102; 
oe turnings and scrap iron (152 i. Cc. C.; 

5-538); p. 

aie from points on C. R. N. 
to N. England; I. and S. 3141 Gée ¢ Cc. é: 
639-640); p. 695. 


"Russell Oil Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; case 


20403; crude oil (148 I. C. C., 700-702); 


ee 
st? Anthony & Dakota Elevator Co. vs. C. 
M. & St. P. et al.; <*e 21033; lumber, coal 
and tile (153 I. C. C., 7-8); p. 759. 
St. Joseph Viscosity Oil Co. na A. T. &S. F. 
et al.; case 16072; oil (152 I. C. C., 89-91); 
572. 


st Louis Cooperage Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
ease 20951; wooden barrels (155 I. C. C., 
1-4); 1198. 

St. Louis-San Francisco vs. M. & O.; case 
20280; — connection (148 I. C. C., 585- 
590); 

Sales, E: aa 2 , Co. vs. Ft. W. & D. C. et 
al.; case 18404: canned goods (151 I. C. C., 
420- 422); p. 391. 

Salina Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. 
T. & S. F.; case 18821; eggs (152 I. C. C., 
615-620); p. 695. 

Salina Chamber of Commerce vs. Ark. West. 
et al.; case 20426; coal; p. 1386. 

Salina Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. Ark. 
R. R. et al.; case 18986; grapes and straw- 
berries (153 I. C. C., 371-381); p. 949. 

Samels Bros. and White Canning Co. vs. 
M. & S. L. et al.; case 20350; tin cans 
(148 I. C. C., 797-800); p. 211. 

San Angelo Cotton Oil Co. et al. vs. A. E. 
et al.; case 18403; cottonseed (152 I. C. C., 
579-580); p. 697. 

San Diego Chamber of Commerce vs. A. and 
R. et al.; case 20209; fares (153 I. C. C., 
577-588); p. 950. 

Sand, gravel, crushed stone and shells within 
the southwest, docket 17000; rate struc- 
ture investigation, part 11, sand and gravel; 
also 16002, R. A. Gibson vs. K. C. Sou. et 
al.; 18702, Tenn.-Ark. Gravel Co. vs. Mo. 
Pac.; 9703, Memphis-Southwestern Investi- 
gation; 6390, Memphis Freight Bureau vs. 
St. L. I. M. & Sou. et al.; 7250, Shreve- 
port Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. Ala- 
bama & Vicksburg et al.; 7304, City of 
Memphis et al. vs. C. R. I & P. et al.; 
9886, Chamber of Commerce, Monroe, La., 
vs. A. & L. M. et al.; 9927, Railroad Com- 
mission of Ark. et al. vs. Ark. Cent. et al.; 
10084, Natchez Chamber of Commerce vs. 
Natchez & Sou. et al.; 10418, Ark. Jobbers’ 
& Mfgrs.’ Assn. vs. Director General et al.; 
10419, Ark. Jobbers’ & Mfers.’ Assn. vs. 
Director General et al. (155 I. C. C., 247- 
284); p. 1503. 


Sayre Wholesale Grocer Co. et al. vs. A. T. 
int et al.; case 20312, sub. 1; salt; 


Scharff Koken Mfg. Co. vs. A. T. & . F. 
et al.; case 19487; paper board (151 I. C. 
C., 270- -278); p 329. 

Schimmel, af 7 al. vs, Mallory S. S. Co. 
et al.; case 20160; cottonseed fiber com- 
shression (152 I. C, C. 51-53); p. 513. 

immel, Harry, vs. 4 Cent. et ol. case 
20091; hull fibre or shavings (153 L C. G., 
140-144); p. 877. 

Schmoll, Stiles, Reid, Inc., vs. Pacific Elec- 

ye et al.; case 20182; crude rubber (153 
c. <.. 233- 224); p. 879. 

aesies Cement & Lime Co. vs. A. & R. 
et al.; case 15900; cement; p. 1254. 

Security Cement & Lime Co. vs. B. & O. et 
ma tee 16407; lime (153 I. C. C., 97-102); 


p. . 

Seif’s, F. J., Sons vs. C. & N. W. et al.; 
case 21048: agricultural \ oe etc. 
(152 I. C. C., 348-350); p. : 

Sengel Motor Co. vs. K. “.° S.; case 19689; 
i) ae, demurrage (151 I. C. C., 170- 

Shafton) A. L. & Co. vs. A. C. L. et al; 
case 20773; ee reparation (151 I. 

C., 373-375); p. 330. 

Shearman Concrete Pipe Co. vs. C. R. 

P.; case 20683; sewer pipe (151 I. os ‘& 
190-192); & 267. 

Shearman’ Concrete Pipe Co. vs. T. & i oO. 
et al.; case sents. concrete pipe (152 I. C. 
C., 573-575); p. 

Sherwood, s. fa 'N. Y. & H. et al.; 
by 20947: qdanuarien (ass =f G. tn 206- 


208); p. 1198 
Simmons’ Co. vs. Cc. & + W. et al.; case 


—_ 4 mattresses (152 I. C. C., 339-341); 
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Simms Oil Co. vs. H. & T. C. et al.; case 
19313; steel tanks (152 I. C. C., 67-68); 


p. 572. 

Simms Oil Co. vs. *% & P. et al.; —- 19514; 
boilers (153 I. C. 341-342); 5 879. 

Sinclair Oil & Gas Ge. vs. A. T. & S. F. ? 
al.; case 20378; engines and parts (153 I 
C. C. 287-298); p. 878. 

Sinclair Refining Go. vs. F. W. & R. G. et 
al.; case 19734; casinghead gasoline (148 
1 ¢, C., 582- te p. 16. 

Sizer, A. ¥ ™ vs. C. M. St. P. & Fr et al.; 
case 19826; bituminous coal (153 I. C. Cc. 
317-322); 879. 

Skelly Oil oO. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 
20411; fuel and gas oils ((152 I. C. C., 151- 
154); p. 573. 

Skelly Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 
398). Lm and parts (153 I. C. C., 287- 

Smith, E A., vs. Ill. Cent.; case 20232; lum- 
oer ‘reparation (151 I. c. C., 541-542); p. 


391. 

Smith, W. H., vs. C. R. I. & P. et al.; case 
ld buffaloes (152 I. C. C., 249-50); p. 

Smith, W. M., & Co. vs. F. E. C. et al.; case 
—e scrap iron (152 I. C. C., 596-598); 
Pp. > 

Somerville Iron Works vs. Southern et al.; 
case 16176; cast iron pipe (148 I, C. C. 743- 
754); p._72. 

Southard Feed & Milling Co. vs. C. R. I. & 
P. et ty ; oe 20845; ae and products 
(148 I. 596-598); p. 

Southard Greed and Milling 85, vs. St. L. & 
on aes 20624; feed (155 I. C. C., 211-213); 
p. a 

South Carolina Produce Assn. vs. A. & R, et 
al.; case 14092; vegetables (152 I. C. C., 
5-36); p. 511. 

South Dakota Commission vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 18730; corn, ete. (151 I. C. C., 
431-447); p. 390. 

South Dakota State Highway Commission vs. 
Soo Line et al.; case 19979; concrete pipe, 
reinforced (152 I. C. C., 85- 88); p. 572. 

Southern eo Oil Co. vs. & N.; case 
21016, sub. 1; cottonseed C52 I. C. C., 383- 
385); p. 639. 

Southern Creosoting Industries vs. A. G. S. 
et al.; case 19805; forest products (153 I. 
C. C., 625-636); p. 1009. 

Southern Ga. Traffic Bureau, for Read Phos- 
phate Co., vs. A. B. C. et al.; case 21471; 
tankage (155 I. C. C., 299-300); p. 1198. 

Southern Ga. Traffic Bureau vs. A. B. & C. 
et al.; case 20771. sweet potatoes (153 ¢ Cc. 
C., 601- 602); p. 1009. 


Southern Georgia ae a Bureau, for C. H. 
Strangeward, vs. 16 E. C. et al.; case 20920; 
cabbage (153 I. C. C., 725- “yy p. reyes 


Southern Glass ey vs. G. & S. et a: 
case 17409; tank blocks ree a o* C., 
540); p. 453. 

Southern Paving Construction Co. et al. vs. 
A. L. et al.; case 21065; road rollers, 
etc. (152 I. C. C., 375-380); p. 639. 


South Fayette Coal Co. vs. Monongahela et 
al.; case 20808; coal (152 I. C. C., 299-302); 
p. 637. 

Speir, George C., & Co., Inc., vs. A. & W. P. 
et al.; case 18087; cottonseed hull fibre 
(151 I. C. C., 705- 712); p. 453. 

South Georgia Traffic Bureau for A. Cc. Tift 
vs. A. B. & C. et.al.; case 20932; portable 
oil tanks (152 I. C. C., 418-420); p. 697. 

a Public Service Co. vs. A. ¢: 
& S. F. et ans ; case 20345; oil (152 L C. 
461-466); p. 

Sperry Flour ce vs. C. R. I. & P. et al.; case 
19224; 2% - storage (152 I. c. C., 
467- 470); 

Staley, A. E, "Manufacturing Co. vs. Texas 
& New Orleans et al.; ; case 21090; salt (153 
I. C. C., 405-406); p. 879. 

Standard Export Trading Co. vs. A. C. L. 
et al.; case 20577; cedar logs and pencil 
slats (152 I. C. C., 342- es P. a 

Stauffer Chemical Co. vs. et 
— 17799; sulphur (148 I. re ¥s., th 508): 


16. 
stor Drilling Machine Co. vs. S. P. et al.; 
— aaa steel billets (155 I. C. C., 32-33); 


p. 113 

Star Drilling Machine Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 21363; well drilling ae ge © p. 1564. 

Steel Furniture Co. vs. C. N. & T. P. et 
al.; case — desk hk p. 1564. 

Stein, Leon K., Co. vs. G. C. & 8S. F. et al.; 
case 19502; “watermelons; p. 879. 

Stevens and Thompson Paper Co. vs. B. & 
= et al.; case -— wall paper (151 I. C. 

725- 783); p. 

Stickel, D. Ps "See Inc., et al. ba P. 
R. R.; case 2 igisa; switching (161 LC. C., 
364- $66); . 27. 

Stickell, & Sons, Inc., vs. W. M. 4 al.; 
case 19508; yet and products (153 I. C. C., 
759-765); p. 1315. 

Strauss and —,. Inc., vs. N. Y. C. et al.; 
case 17669, sub. 1; live —-. eres charge 
(153 I. C. C., 609 -619); p. 

Strauss, Hugo, Packing Co., vs. A. & V. 
et al.; cases 19693 and 20565; horses for 
slaugher (155 I. C. C., 183- 186); p. 1197. 

Strawberries by express, carloads, from 
Florida, Georgia, N. Carolina, S. Carolina, 
Alabama and Virginia to points in Official 
Classification territory; also dewberries 

from North and South Carolina to same 
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Gootinations: I Docket 18187 (151 I. C. C., 
Sulphur, crude, a of joint rates on 
from Baltimore to Hamilton, Ont.; I. and 
S. 3211; p. 1561. 
Swift & Co. oe A. & 8. t al.; case 
HS baad Sub. 1; soap Tass I. ce . ace -51); p. 


Swift & Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. et al.; case 
18090; fresh meats and products (151 I. C. 
C., 516- 524); p. 390. 

Swift & Co. et al. vs. St. L.-S. F. et al.; 
case 18840; soap and powders (155 I. C. Cc. 
392-396); p. 1386. 

Switching at St. Paul and Minneapolis; I. 
and §. 3139; traffic between industries and 
a line docks (151 I. C. C., 291-297); 
p. 3 

Switching, reciprocal, charges, at Evansville; 
I. & S. 3195; p. 1318. 

Switching, reciprocal, charges, C. & E. L, 
absorption of, at Evansville; I. and S. 3172 
(153 C. C., 595-597); p. 1009. 

Taylor- -Lockwood Co. vs. C. C. C. & rm & 
et al.; case 20299; wool shoddy (152 I. a 
654- 656); p. 697. 

Terre Haute Chamber of Commerce vs. B. 
and O. C. T. et al.; case 16296; sand (153 
I. C. C., 721-724); p. 1074. 

Texas Cement Plaster Co. vs. Cc. & 
O. et al.; case 19823; sawdust (51 ie & "C., 
474-476); p. 391. 

Texas Cement Plaster Co. vs. Southern et 
al.; case 20200; gypsum block (152 I. C. C., 
95-98); p. 639. 

Texas Co. vs. K. C. S. et al.; case 16965; oil 
well supplies (148 I. C. C., 671-674); p. 73. 

Texas Sugar Refining Co. vs. B.S. Le & 
W. et al.; case 19879; sugar (152 I. C. C., 
133-137); p. 572. 

Tidal Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 
sone aa and parts (153 I. C. C., 287- 

Tidal ol Co. vs. C. R. I. & G. et al.; case 
rite pea. reparation (153 I. C. C., 421- 

Transoentinetal Oil Co. vs. A. & S. F. 
et al.; case 20256; oil Palkia: (152 I. 
Sc. & "402- 404); p. 638. 

Transfer of freight within St. Louis and E. 
St. Louis by dray and truck for and on 
behalf of railroads; docket 19594 (155 I. C 
C., 129-179); p. 1385. 

Treyz, G. T., et al. vs & O. et al.; case 
19054; coal (152 IL. C. < 657-661); p. 695. 

Tulsa Traffic Assn. et al. vs. A. T. & 8. F. 
et al.; case 20483; salt (152 I..C. C., 211- 
212); p. 639. 

Tulsa Traffic Assn. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 16921; oil — supplies 
(152 I. C. C., 775-790); 757. 

Twin Pray | Forge & Founéry Co. va. D. B. 

& A. et al.; case 20943; ore (151 L. C. e: 
379-380); p. 330. 

Union Smelting & Refining Co. et al. vs. P. 
R. R. et al.; case 16808; zinc plates and 
sheets (152 I. C. C., 434-436); p. 697. 


United Engineering & Foundry Co. vs. P. 
R. R.; case 20996; pig iron (152 I. C. C., 
263-264); p. 639. 

United Materials Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
me plaster (153 I. C. C., 766-772); 
p. 4 

United Paperboard Co., Inc., et al. vs. A. C. 
& Y. a” al.; case 18170; strawboard (152 
I. C. C., 527-532); p. 691. 

United Paperboard Co., Inc., vs. B. & O. et 
al.; case 19684; wood pulp cigs 1. Cc. C., 
453-458); p. 950. 


United States Graphite Co. vs. & et 
al.; case 20568; soapstone (152 P Cc. Po “45- 
46); p. 513. 


United States Graphite Co. vs. Pittsburg, 
Shawmut & Northern et al.; case 20566; 
sepcined petroleum coke (148 Lc. C., 591- 

United Biches Graphite Co. vs. M. C. et al.; 
case 20563; imported crude graphite (153 
i, ¢~ <., 739-740) ; Pp. 1074. 

United States Phosp oric Products Corp. vs. 
B. A. & P. et al.; case 19890; acid phos- 
phate (153 I. C. c., 459-466); p. 1008. 

United States Robbin and Shuttle Co. vs. 
Cc. M. & St. P. et al.; case 18382; bobbin 
block (155 I. C. C., 126-128); p. 1198. 

United States War Dept., Inland Waterways, 
Miss.-Warrior Service vs. A. & S. et al.; 
ones 11893; barge line divisions (155 I. C. 
C., 343-349); p. 1315. 

U. S. Bedding Co. vs. St. L.-S. rs cone 20422; 
cotton (151 I. C. C., 499-500); 391. 

U. S. Gypsum Co. vs. Staten itont Rapid 
Transit et al.; case 20287; dental plas- 
ter (151 I. C. C., 641-643); p. "454. 

U. S. Steel Products Co. et al.; No. 11214; 
operation through Panama Canal (151 I. C. 
C., 577-578); p. 452. 

Vacuum Oil Co. vs. P. R. al.; case 
19682; decorated tin cies ‘(148 t eh C., 683- 


686); p. 74. 

Vail Co. ve S. P. et al.; ase 20081; sheep 
(152 I. C., 437-441); 697. 

Valentine- Cosrk Co. vs. XN. P. et al.; case 
207 ess. cedar poles (152 I. C. Cc. 305-307); 


Vanadium Corp. of America. vs. P. .. R. et 
al.; case 20156; vanadium ore (151 I. C. C., 
7- 11); p. 212. 

Victor-American Fuel Co, et al. vs. D. & S. 
L. et al.; case 14968; coal car distribution 
(155 I. C. C., 34-42); p. 1383. 

Vinegar between St. Louis or E. St. Louis 
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and Keokuk; I. and S. 3163 (148 I. C. C., 
713-716); p._140. 

Virginia-Carolina Chemical Corp. vs. B. A. 
& P. et al.; case 20406; acid phosphate 
(153 I. C. C., 459-466); p. 1008. 

Virginia Cellulose Co., Inec., vs. N. & W. et 
al.; case 17138; and cases linked with it; 
cotton linters (152 I. C. C., 798-800); p. 759. 

Virginia Coal Operators’ Assn. vs. C. & O. 
et al.; case 18641; coal (152 I. C. C., 641- 
653); p. 758. 

Vitrolite Products Co. et al. vs. A. C. L. et 
a 20529; marble (151 I. C. C., 17-20); 
p. 213. 

Wadhams Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case 19547; oil (148 I. C. C., 553-558); p. 74. 

Wapakoneta Machine Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 20762; fuel oil (152 I. C. C., 239-240); 
p. o7f2. 

Wallace Pencil Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
case 20768; cedar pencil slats (152 I. C. C., 
512-514); p. 697. 

Walter-Wallingford & Co. vs. C. 
21150; 
p. 697. 

Warfield Chocolate Co. vs. B. & M. et al.; 
case 210838; cocoa beans (155 I. C. C., 473- 
474); p. 1386. 

Warren Foundry & Pipe Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. 
& H. et al.; case 18431, Sub. No. 1; cast 
iron pipe (148 I. C. C., 743-754); p. 72. 

Washington Building Lime Co. vs. A. & B. B. 
et al.; case 16170, sub. 1; lime (152 I. C. C., 
477-479); p. 639. 

Washington Dehydrated Food Co. vs. N. P. 
et al.; case 18765; dried fruit (153 I. C. C 
707-713); p. 1074. 

Washington Nursery Co. vs. S. P. et al.; 
case 17634; nursery stock (148 I. C. C., 608- 
612); p. 74. 

Washington 
case 20348; 
582); p. 697. 

Waste Material Dealers’ 
R. I. & P. et al.; 
(ion 4. CC. C., 435 44); 

Watab Paper Co. vs. 
20635; 
635. 

West Coast Lumbermen’s 
B. & A. et al.; case 8819; 
I. C. C., 109-120); p. 1197. 

Western Purchasing Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 21246; animal tallow (155 I. C. 
C., 374-376); p. 1318. 

West Virginia Brick Co. vs. B. & 
er brick (61 [. C. C., 

oO 

Wheeling and Lake Erie control; Clayton 
act proceeding; docket 21012 and two sub- 
numbers (152 I. C. C., 721-748); p. 637. 

Whitcomb, George D., Co. vs. L. H. & St. L. 
et al.; case 20868; dump cars (153 I. C. C., 
111-114); p. 821. 

White Construction Co. vs. B. & 
case 21194; road rollers; p. 1447. 

White Eagle Oil Refining Co. vs. A. T. & S. 
F. et al.; case 19530; petroleum (152 I. C. 
C., 169-174); p. 572. 

Wichita Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. 
T. & S. F. et al.; case 19768; shelled pea- 
nuts (148 I. C. C.. 645-649); p. 74. 

Wickenhiser, John, & Co. vs. C. I. 
—_— 20832; corn (152 I. C. C., 

Wilbur Lumber Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 10245; coal (151  &. €., Tae- 


762); p. 511. 
Wilbur Lumber Co. et al. vs. P. C. C. & St. 
case 11218; coal (151 I. C. C., 759- 


of G.; case 
pipe and flues (152 I. C. C., 493-494); 


rz) 


Paper Co. et al. 
paper cups (152 


Vv m. « 
EC, ©.,. B6i- 


Assn. of Ark. vs. C. 
ease 19919; scrap iron 
p. 512. 

Can. Natl. 
pulp wood (152 I. C. 


et al.; case 
C., 265-273); p. 


Assn. et al. vs. 
sash, doors (155 


O. et al.; 
599-601); 


O. et al.; 


& | ee , 
244-246); p. 


L. et al.; 
762); p. 511 
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Ashton et al. vs. Chicago & N. W. Ry. Co. 
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Central of Georgia Ry. Co. vs. J. K. Ship- 
bey & Bro. (Georgia); p. 650. 
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sota); p. 149. 

Hurst et al. vs. Western Union Telegraph 
Co. (Kansas); p. 518. 
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Perey vs. Chicago R. I. & P. Ry. Co. (lowa); 
p. 959. 
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Rio Grande & E. P. Ry. Co. vs. T. A. Austin 
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Scripture vs. Texas & P. Ry. Co. (Louisi- 
ana); p. 959. 
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R. R. Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 149. 
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American Hide & Leather Co. vs. Boston & 
Maine et al.; case 20481; case reopened; p. 
1451. 

Apache Powder Co. vs. Arizona Eastern et 
al.; case 14687; order modified; pp. 644, 883, 
1206. 

Armour & Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 
19334; case reopened; p. 272. 

Arnstein Simon & Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 20283; order modified; pp. 1080, 1511. 

Bacon Bros. vs. Chicago & North Western 
et al.; case 21368; case reopened; p. 883. 

Badger Lumber & Coal Co. vs. Santa Fe et 
al.; case 18399; case reopened; p. 138. 

Bakelite Corp. vs. Erie et al.; case 20497; 
effective date postponed; p. 1391. 

Baker-Hanna-Blake Co. et al. vs. Aberdeen 
& Rockfish et al.;, case 19467; case re- 
opened; p. 1318. 

Bash & Sons, Inc., et al. vs. Central Ind. et 
al.; case 19468; also case 19826; effective 
date postponed; p. 1512. 

Bergin-Price Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
ease 16373; effective date postponed; p. 
1259. 

Bond & Nohl Co. vs, Santa Fe et al.; case 
21005; case reopened; p. 1512. 

California Fruit & Produce Co. et al. vs. 
Santa Fe et al.; case 20300; case reopened; 
p. 643. 

Capital Grain & Feed Co. vs. Ill. Central et 
al.; case 15082; order modified; p. 1452. 

Clay County. Crushed Rock Co. et al. vs. 
Santa Fe et al.; case 18908; effective date 
postponed; p. 1391. 

Colorado Commission vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 16613; also cases 16614 and 16613; or- 
der modified; pp. 516, 644. 

Creamery Package Mfg. Co. vs. Boston & 
Maine et al.; case 20268; case reopened; p. 
956. 

Cummer Mfg. Co. of Texas vs. Santa Fe et 
al.; case 19791; effective date postponed; 
pp. 1080, 1259. 

Cyanamid and crude cyanide from Niagara 
Falls to E. T. L., N. E. and C. F. A. points 
and Virginia cities; I. & S. 3114; alsolL & 
S. 3187; reopened; p. 644. 

Dallas Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. Aber- 
deen & Rockfish et al.; cases 13535 and 
14880; effective date postponed; p. 700. 

Desch, John M., vs. Northern Pacific et al.; 
case 17277; case reopened; p. 1139. 

Drake Marble & Tile Co. vs. Southern et 
al.; case 19817; case reopened; p. 883. 

Eagle-Ottawa Leather Co. vs. Big Four et 
al.; case 20167; case reopened; p. 824. 

Elberta Crate Co. vs. Atlantic Coast Line et 
al.; case 15614; order vacated; p. 825. 

Federated Metals Corp. vs. Penn. et al.; case 
20445 reopened; p. 1318. 

Fertilizer & Materials; I. & S. case 3151; or- 
der modified; p. 644. 

Fisher Supply Co. vs. A. & V. et al.; case 
17453; also 19490, Wolff Mfg. Corp. vs. A. 
& S.; reopened; p. 12; order vacated; p. 


459. 

Fowler, Edward M., vs. Cal. Southern, Direc- 
tor General, et al.; case 14891; case re- 
opened; p. 1206. 

Fruits and vegetables, refrigeration charges 
on; case 17936; effective date postponed; 

. 824. 

Gateway Hay Co. et al. vs. Missouri & North 

Arkansas et al.; case 20265; order modified; 


p. 271. 

Gillaspie, J. W., vs. Nashville, Chattanooga 
& St. Louis et al.; case 19903; order modi- 
fied; p. 77. 

Gillican-Chipley Co. et al. vs. Apalachicola 
Northern et al.; case 19342; also cases 19622 
a order modified; p. 138; reopened; 
Pp. . 
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Gopher State Canneries, Inc., vs. Santa Fe 
et al.; case 19646; case reopened; p. 459. 
Gross, E., & Co., ‘Inc., vs. New ‘Haven et 
- case 20893; effective date postponed; 


p. 1451. 

Gulf Coal Co. vs. Virginian et al.; 
17657; reparation ordered; p. 459. 
Humble Oil & Refining Co. vs. Chicago, Rock 
Island & Gulf et al.; case 16979; case re- 

opened; p. 883. 

Illinois Silica Sand Traffic Bureau vs. Santa 
Fe et al.; case 17817; case reopened; p. 
1259; effective date postponed; pp. 1451, 
1512. 

Independent Slaughterers’ Traffic Assn. et 
al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 16746; also 
cases 16844 and 17411; order modified; p. 
458. 

Indiana State Chamber of Commerce _ Vs. 
Santa Fe et “; ; case 14087- effective date 
postponed; p. 18. 

International Oil Co. et al. vs. Abilene & 
a et al.; case 17304; case reopened; 
p. 1512. 

Iola Cement Mills Traffic Assn. et al. vs. 
Alabama & Vicksburg et al.; case 16845; 
also Oklahoma Portland Cement Co. vs. 
Alabama & Vicksburg et al.; case 16845; 
order modified; p. 330. 

Iowa Soap Co. vs. Burlington et al.; 
18158; effective date postponed: p. L 

Joyce- Pruitt Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 
19830; effective date postponed; p. 1259. 

Keathley, A., vs. Louisville & Nashville et 
al.; case 19589; case reopened; p. 883. 

Keokuk Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. 
& V. et al.; case 20192; effective date post- 
poned; p. 956. 

Keokuk Shippers’ Assn, et al. vs. Baltimore 
& wae et al.; case 15833; case reopened; 
p. 4 

Knoxville Freight Bureau et al. vs. South- 
ern et al.; case 9146; effective date post- 
poned; p. 700. 

Krupp Foundry Co. vs. Southern et al.; case 
16356; case reopened; p. 1512. 

Louisiana Farm Bureau Federation, Inc., et 
al. vs. Louisiana Ry. & Navigation Co. et 
al.; case 18407; reopened; p. 216. 

Lumus & Co. vs. Albemarle Steam Naviga- 
tion Co. et al.; case 20326; effective date 
postponed; p. 516; order vacated; p. 824. 

Maloney Tank Mfg. Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe 
et al.; case 18864; effective date postponed; 


p. 1512. 

Mansfield, Fred C., Co. vs. Chicago & North 
a et al.; case 17490; case reopened; 
p. q 

Mason City Brick & Tile Co. vs. Santa Fe 
et al.; case 16442; case reopened; p. 766. 

Mathieson Alkali Works vs. Louisville & 
Nashville et al.; case 19640; also cases 
19808, 20169 and 20384; effective date post- 
poned; p. 1258. 

McCormick Warehouse Co. vs. Pennsylvania; 
case 15445; effective date postponed; p. 12. 

McEwing & Thomas Clay Products Co. vs. 
Chicago & Eastern Ill. et al.; case 16282; 
case reopened; p. 459. 

Memphis Freight Bureau et al. vs. Alabama 
Great Southern; case 14898; also cases 16074 
and 17031; order modified; pp. 766, 1259; 
effective date postponed; p. 1511. 


Memphis Freight Bureau for United States 
Bedding Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 
17962; effective date postponed; p. 1206. 


Michigan Silo Co. et al. vs. Boston & Albany 
et al.; case 20709; case reopened; p. 766. 
Missouri Gravel Co. vs. Burlington; case 

20714; case reopened; p. 1511. 

Morris Gofnick et al. vs. R. I.; case 19747; 
case reopened; pp. 216, 1318. 

Mountain States Roofing Co. et al. vs. Santa 
Fe et al.; case 17481; also Newton Lumber 
& Manufacturing Co. vs. R. I. et al.; case 
16637; case reopened; p. 138. 

National Canners’ Assn, et al. vs. Ann Arbor 
et al.; case 17906; case reopened; p. 1258. 
National Mortar & Supply Co. vs. Ann Arbor 
et —_ 20039; effective date postponed; 

p. 3 

New Mexico Commission et al. vs. Santa Fe 
et al.; case 15085; case reopened; p. 824. 

Newport Rolling Mill Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 20079; also cases 19072 and 18690; or- 
der modified; p. 1511. 

Norris Fertilizer Co. vs. New Haven; case 
17056; case reopened; p. 883. 

North American Cement Corp. vs. Aberdeen 
& Rockfish et al.; case 19943; order modi- 
fied; p. 1512. 

Norwood Calef & Co. vs. Boston & Maine et 
al.; case 20781; order modified; p. 1080. 

Ohio Farm Bureau Federation et al. vs. Ah- 
napee & Western et al.; case 15912; also 
ceees 19901 and 20235; order modified; p. 


Pacific States Butter, Egg, Cheese & Poul- 
try Assn. vs. Southern Pacific et al.; case 
gg order modified; p. 1139; reopened; 
Dp 

Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. Santa Fe et 
al.; og 17212; case reopened; p. 272. 

Peabody, S. J., Lumber Co. vs. Penn, et al.; 
— 19135; effective date postponed; Dp. 

Perry Coal Co. et al. vs. Alton & Southern 
et al; case 17994; also cases 18183 and 
18268; case reopened; p. 1206. 

& Moscrey Co. et al. vs. Chicago & 
North Western et al.; case 20692; effective 
date postponed; p. 1259. 


case 


case 


Procter & Gamble Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 17272; also Charles Boldt Glass Co. 
vs. B. & O. et al; case 17338; case re- 
opened; p. 1259. 

River Raisin Paper Co. vs. Burlington et al.; 
case 17822; also cases 16250, 16296 and 
17060; case reopened; p. 1259. 

Rockford Brick & Tile Co. et al. vs. Rock 
Island et al.; case 15239; effective date 
postponed; p. "1566. 

Rodney Milling Co. et al. vs. St. Louis-San 
Francisco et al.; case 20132; order modi- 
fied; p. 272. 

Salt Lake Pressed Brick Co. vs. Denver & 
Rio Grande Western et al.; case 18384; ef- 
fective date postponed; p. 1206. 

Simon Newman Co. vs. Los Angeles & Salt 
Lake et al.; case 19356; order modified; p. 
272. 

Sinclair Wyoming Oil Co. vs. C. & N. W.; 
case 16148; reopened; p. 144. : 

Sinclair Refining Co. vs. Ft. Worth & Rio 
Grande et al.; case 19734; case reopened; 
p. 1258. 

South Dakota Commission vs. Santa Fe et 
al.; case 18730; also Board of R. R. Com- 
missioners of State of Iowa vs. Santa Fe 
et al.; casé 18787; effective date postponed; 


. 956. 
pincers Kansas Grain & Grain Products 
Assn. vs. Rock ey et al.; case 17159; 
order modified; 272; reopened; p. 1259. 
Southwestern Milling Co., Ine., vs. Rock 
Island et al.; case 19353; order modified; p. 


138. 
Stauffer Chemical Co. vs. Pacific Electric 
et al.; case 17799; case reopened; p. 1258. 
Stickell, D. A., & Sons et al. vs. Penn.; ; case 
18452; case reopened; p. 1258. 
Swift & Co. vs. Milwaukee et al.; case 18090; 
effective date postponed; p. 956. 

Tomahawk Pulp & Paper Co. vs. Canadian 
— et al.; case 18589; case reopened; 
p. 3 

Transcontinental Oil Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 20256; case reopened; p. 

Travis Smith et al. vs. Nashville, Chatta- 
nooga & St. Louis; case 19579; case re- 
opened; p. 1511. 

Tulsa Traffic Assn. et al. vs. Santa Fe et 
al.; case 16921; order modified; p. 1139. 

Turner Marble & Granite Co. vs. Atlantic 
Coast Line et al.; case 19865; case re- 
opened; p. 643. 

Union Gas & Electric Co. vs. Chesapeake & 
Ohio; case 17791; case reopened; p. 516. 

United States Graphite Co. vs. Baltimore & 
ig et al.; case 2700; case reopened; p. 


United States Phosphoric Products Corp. vs. 
Butte, Anaconda & Pacific et al.; case 
19890; also cases 20406 and 20190; order 
modified; p. 1451. 

Utah Shippers’ Traffic Assn. vs. Oregon 
Short Line et al.; case 19303; effective date 
postponed; p. 272; order modified; p. 330. 

Vera Chemical Co. of Canada, Ltd., vs. Ala- 
bama Central et al.; case 15381; case re- 
opened; p. 883. 

Wadhams Oil Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 
19547; case reopened; p. 459. 

Ware Brothers Agency vs. Chicago & Alton 
et al.; case 20945; case reopened; p. 825. 
Waste Material Dealers’ Assn. of Arkansas 
et al. vs. R. I. et al.; case 19919; also cases 
og 19919 and 15217; cases reopened; p. 


White Eagle Oil & Refining Co. vs. Santa 
Fe et al.; case 18101; case reopened; p. 272. 

White Eagle Oil & Refining Co. vs. Santa Fe 
et al.; case 19530; also Community Serv. 
Station Co. vs. Santa Fe; effective date 
postponed; case 18460; p. 1016. 

Wichita Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. 
Santa Fe et al.; case 19768; effective date 
postponed; p. 516. 

Wisconsin, State of, Edward Nordman, Com- 
missioner, vs. Aberdeen & Rockfish et al.; 
case 17713; also Ridennour-Baker Grocery 
Co. et al.; case 18281; effective date post- 
poned; p. 1451. 

Wolff, Charles, Packing Co. vs. Arkansas 
Western et al.; case 15474; order modified; 
p. 12; reopened; pp. 272, 458. 

Wool from New York Harbor; I. & S. 3131; 
a date postponed; p. 458; reopened; 
p. . 

Wyeth Hardware & Mfg. Co. et al. vs. Alton 
& Eastern et al.; case 18554; order modi- 
fied; pp. 644, 766, 1206. 


MISCELLANEOUS DECISIONS 


Abrahamson et al. vs. Canadian Northern 
Ry. Co. (Minnesota); p. 1399. 

Ann Arbor R. R. Co. et al. vs. U. S. et al. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 1087. 

on B. & C. Ry. vs. U. S. (Fed. Ct.); p 


Barone et al. vs. Glens Falls Ins. Co. (Mis- 
souri); p. 906. 

Borough of Roselle Park et al. vs. Board of 
Public ey * Commissioners et al. (New 
Jersey); P. 

Burr et al.; Merida R. R. Com’rs vs. At- 
_— Coast Line R. R. Co. (Florida); p. 


Campbell vs. _IIl. 
(Illinois); p. 1286. 

Campbell vs. Oregon Short Line R. R. Co. 
(Idaho); p. 1087. 


Commerce Commission 


Central Ohio Transit Co. vs. Public Utilities 
Commission of Ohio (Ohio); p. 650. 
Chicago, M., St. Paul & P. Ry. Co. 7 R. R. 
Commission et al. (Wisconsin); p. 1586, 
Cincinnati Northern R. R. Co. et al. vs, 
~~ Utilities Commission of Ohio (Ohio): 
=. 
Denton Bros. et al. vs. Atchison T. . S. BF, 
Ry. Co. et al. (New Mexico); p. 1515 
Denver & R. G. R. R. Co. et al. vs. Public 
—_— Commission of Utah (Utah); p 
Deppman et al. vs. Department of Public 
Works et al. (Washington); p. 1021 
Detroit-Cincinnati Coach Line, Inc., vs. Pub- 
Utilities Commission of Ohio (Ohio); Dp. 


Erie R. R. Co. vs. H. Rosenstein, Inc. (New 
York); p. 223. 

— et al. vs. Perry et al. 

—~ State of, vs. U. S. et al. (Fed. Ct.); 

Guivesten. H. & S. A. Ry. Co. vs. American 
Salvage and Supply Co. (Texas); p. 1212. 

Genera] Elec. Co. vs. Fed. Radio Com, (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 1329. 

Gilliland ‘Oil Co. of New Mexico vs. Atchison, 
T. & S. F. Ry. Co. (New Mexico); &; i ra 

— vs. Penn. R. R. Co. (Fed. Ct.) 


Griffin vs. Seaboard Air Line Ry. Co. (Mis- 
souri); p. 81. 

Griffin vs. Villia (Louisiana); p. 704. 

Grubbet et al. vs. Same (Ohio); p. 81. 

Gulf, an S. F. Ry. Co. vs. Minton (Texas); 
Pp. 

Hazard Bus Co. et al. vs. Wells et al. (Ken- 
tucky); p. 276. 

Henderson Co. vs. Webster (Arkansas); p. 


(Georgia); p 


Hillside Bus Owners’ Assn. et al. vs. Board 
of Public Utility Com’rs et al. (New Jer- 
sey); p. 579. 

Hudson County Bus Owners’ Assn. vs. Board 
Utility Com’rs (New Jersey); p. 223. 

Independent Truck Co. vs. Wright et al. 
(Washington); p. 1147. 

—" & Son vs. Smardon (Washington); p. 
767. 

Krauss Bros. Lumber Co. be Mellon, Agent, 
etc., et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 

Lake Shore Electric Ry. or et al. vs. Public 
Utilities Commission (Ohio); p. 1586. 

Long Beach, City_of, vs. Public Serv. Com- 
mission of N. Y. (Long Beach Bus Co., 
Inc., intervener) (New York); p. 518. 

Los Angeles & S. L. R: R. Co. vs. R. 
Commission of Calif. et al. (Calif.); p. is8e, 

Louisville & N. R. Co. vs. Perry Ice and 
Bottling Co. (Kentucky); p. 150. 

Lumaghi Coal Co. vs. Chicago & E. I. Ry. 
Co. et al. (Illinois); p. 81. 

— vs. Tuckerman (Rhode Island); p. 

Motor Freight, Inc. vs. Public Utilities Com- 
mission of Ohio (Ohio); p. 960. 

Mellon, Director-General of R. R., vs. J. M. 
— Co., Ltd. et al. (Louisiana); p. 


Michigan Public Utilities Commission vs. 
Krol (Michigan); p. 460. 

Marshall Mfg. Co. vs. Texas & P. Ry. Co. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 460. 

Maryland Refining Co. vs. Penn Soo Oil Co. 
(South Dakota); p. 346. 

= vs. Galutza et al. (Arkansas); p. 

New York Cent. R. R. Co. vs, Public Utili- 
ties Commission of Ohio (Ohio); p. 460. 

New York Central R. R. Co. vs. Stanziali 
(New Jersey); p. 275. 

Northern Pac. Ry. Co. vs. Bennett (Mon- 
tana); p. 398. 

Oregon-Washington R. R. & Nav. Co. vs. 
Department of Public Works et al. (Wash- 
ington); p. 1021. 

Ohio Transit Co. vs. Public Utilities Com- 
mission of Ohio (Ohio); p. 650. 

Pacific Northwest Traction Co. vs. Depart- 
ment of Public Works of Washington et 
al. (Washington); p. 1399. 

Penn. R. R. Co. vs. Aetna Casualty and 
Surety Co. (Delaware); p. 1087. 

People’s Rapid Transit Co. et al. vs. Atlantic 
City (New Jersey); p. 703. 

Petersburg, H. & C. P. Ry. Co. vs. Common- 
wealth ex rel. State Corporation Commis- 
sion (Virginia); p. 652-651. 

Piedmont & N. Ry. Co. vs. United States 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 827. 

Pittsburgh & W. V. Ry. Co. vs. Public 
ey Commission of Ohio et al. (Ohio); 
p 

Portsmouth Home Telephone Co. vs. Public 
a Commission of Ohio (Ohio); P. 


Postal bine grin Cable Co. vs. Wells et al. 
(Florida); p. 

Pugh et al, ay 2. public Service Commission 
et al. (Missouri); p. 150. 

Rhode Island, State of, vs. Rosner (Rhode 
Island); p. $27. 

Richmond Rys., Gilchrist et al. 
(Sup. Ct.); p. 

St. Louse San Francisco Ry. Co. vs. Law- 
rence et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 827. 

St. Louis-San Francisco Ry. Co. vs. Norris 
(Arkansas); 

Savage vs. 
114 


a bp |=—WR 
959. 


Commmacwenith (Virginia); p. 


ia 
Seaboard Air Line Ry. Co. vs. Tampa South- 


ern R. R. Co. (Florida); p. 1211. 
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Smith vs. State (Alabama); p. 906. 

Southern Pacific Co. vs. Oregon Growers’ 
Co.-Op. Assn. (Oregon); p. 223. 

Stockton vs. Public Utilities Commission 
(Ohio); p. 1399. 

Strawberry Growers’ Selling Co., Inc., vs. 
American Ry. Express Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 
1454. . 

Stuck et al. vs. Town of Beech Grove et al. 
(Indiana); p. 1454. 

Surratt vs. Chesapeake & Potomac Tel. Co. 
(Maryland); p. 650. 

Thomas vs. Chicago, B. & Q. R. R. Co. 
(Kansas); p. 518. : 

Trans-Continental Freight Co. vs. Packard 
North Texas Motor Co. (Texas); p. 276. 

Tuttle et al. vs. Quincy, O. & K. C. R. R. 
Co. (Missouri); p. 906. 

United States vs. American Bond and Mort- 
gage Co. (Fed. Rep.); p. 1286. 

United States vs. Clyde S. S. Co. (Fed. Ct.); 

60 


. 460. 
West Jersey & S. R. R. Co. vs. Lake & Risely 
Co. (New Jersey); p. 1147 
West Texas Compress and Warehouse Co. 
vs. Panhandle & S. F. Ry. Co. (Texas); 
. 1288. 
Wheeling Traction Co. et al. vs. Public Util- 
ities Commission of Ohio (Ohio); p. 518. 
Willband vs. Knox County Grain Co. 
(Maine); p. 1147. 

Wilson Lumber Co. of Florida vs. Same 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 1328. 

Wolverton Auto Bus Co., Inc., vs. Robinson 
(Washington); p. 960. 

Yonkers R. R. Co. vs. Hume et al. (Sup. 
Ct.); p. 904. 


Mississippi-Warrior barge line; finances, traf- 
fic, extensions, ete. (see also under Edi- 
torial); pp. 86, 90, 151, 238, 306, 352, 386, 401, 
505, 588, 771, 893, 980, 1004, 1174, 1260, 1329, 
1412, 1515. 

Missouri intrastate rates; p. 77. 

Mobile, port of; p.. 300. 

Motor vehicle; regulation of, etc.; pp. 102, 176, 
206, 282, 326, 406, 480, 590, 640, 818, 986, 1046, 
1104, 1226, 1234, 1250. 1311 1379, 1394, 1398, 
1422, 1428, 1464, 1558. 

— H. G.; St. Lawrence waterway; p. 


0. 
Muller, C. E.; president, Traffic Club of Jack- 
sonville; p. 360. 
National Association of Owners of Railroad 
and Public Utility Securities; pp. 508, 1331. 
National Industrial Traffic League; p. 889. 
National Retail Dry Goods Association, traffic 
group; pp. 172, 1172, 1264, 1420. 
— Transportation Board proposal; p. 


Navigation law codification; pp. 612, 658. 

New England rail service improvement; pp. 
108, 260, 1232. 

New Jersey Industrial Traffic League; p. 1274. 

New Mexico rail service investigation; p. 356. 

New Orleans exports; p. 1592. - 

—~ on and magazines; rates on; pp. 1019, 


Newton, Representative; appointed President’s 
secretary; p. 704. 

New York barge canal; p. 232. 

New York freight congestion; pp. 718, 1568. 

and en Freight Forwarders’ Association; 

New York port authority; statements, work 
of, etc.; pp. 354, 660, 718. 

New York port exports; p. 1278. 

New York port inquiry by Commission; p. 838. 

a = shippers’ conference; pp. 480, 520, 


Micoreguan Canal proposal; pp. 161, 304, 476, 


Norris, Senator: “1 “ i ion; 
1st” tae ; “lame duck” legislation; pp. 
North Carolina rate revision plan; p. 226. 
Noxon, F. W.; speech at Chicago; p. 1131. 
Ocean cargo liability; p. 224. 
Ocean shipping competition; U. S. and for- 
— i 153. 
cean shipping conferences; . 152, 534, 610, 
Pm... es. 1460. “a 0 
ean shipping legislation; pp. 120, 158, 306, 
356, 474, 476, 532, 612, 1402, 1334, 
Saae shipping procedure simplification; p. 


Ocean shipping rates, etc.: 

. -; pp. 38, 94, 152, 228, 

Bi, SF ded 3008, 04 taba ia abt 1008 
9 y , ’ ’ 1228, , , 
1404, 1460, 1520, 1575. eo 

Ocean shipping services; pp. 40 230, 304, 306, 
722, 897, 974, 976, 1096, 1098, 1156, 1284, 1336, 

— 1522. 
cean shipping statistics; " 

308 eet pp. 120, 304, 411, 722, 

O’Connell, J. Li; president, Phoenix Traffic 
Club; Pp. 920. 

O’Fallon recapture case (see also valuation) ; 
pp. 26, 98, 136, 276, 1195, 1251, 1261, 1263, 
1298, 1311, 1381, 1398, 1502. 

Ohio River Canal celebration; p. 386. 

Oil well supplies; rates on; p. 1018. 

Operating department responsibilities; p. 1131. 

Operating statistics; pp. 30, 82, 336. 

Ostermann, G. H.; traffic solicitation; p. 468, 

Overcharge claims, interest on; p. 1558. 

Packing, packages and containers; pp. 170, 
176, 304, 338, 850, 1166, 1226, 1352. 

Panama Canal traffic statistics, etc.; pp. 92, 
os ~~ 472, 474, 534, 722, 817, 1024, 1026, 

» LocV, 


~— and paper products; rates on; pp. 219, 


Parmelee, J. H.; speech at New York; p. 712. 

Passenger fares, services, statistics, etc.; pp. 
356, 507, 580, 1262, 1412, 1513. 

Passes for employes and others; pp. 356. 

Pennroad corporaiton; p. 1044. 
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phia; p. 352. 

Pennsylvania Railroad South American tour 
booklet; p. 1524. 
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Pickle shipments; p. 182. 
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Austin, W. E., Machinery Co. vs. Seaboard 
Air Line et al.; case 20962; p. 393. 
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17562, Montana Commission et al. vs. Bay 
Transport Co. et al.; p. 701. 
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Carbon Limestone Co. vs, Penn. et al.; case 
21026; p. 1567. 
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21548; p. 1390. 

Daugherty, W. H., & Son Refining Co. vs. 
B. & O.; case 20906; p. 576. 
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Decker, Jacob E., & Sons vs. Chicago & 
North Western; case 17241; p. 332. 
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Dennery, Chas., vs. H. & T. Co et al.; case 
20978; p. 334. 
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East Texas Chamber of Commerce vs. Santa 
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et al.; case 20429; p. 1201. 
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Fruit Service Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; case 
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Gaylord,’ Robert, Co. vs. C. C. C. & St. Louis 
et al.; case 20940; also cases 20955 and 
21050; p. 458. 
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General Grinding Wheel Corp. vs. 
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1012. 

Graver Corporation vs. Southern et al.; case 
21317: p. 334. 
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Hawley, F. M., et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.: 
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Hertz, Max, Leather Co. et al. vs. B. & O.; 
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case 21718; p. 1506. 
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St. P. & P. et al.; case 21820; p. 1450. 
Holmes Coal Co. vs. C. & O. et al.; case 

21521: p. 1200. 

Hope Engineering & Supply Co. vs. C. B. & 
Q. et al.; case 21312; pp. 334, 458, 1201. 
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Hutchinson Prod. Co. vs. R. 
21434; p. 1138. 

Hyman-Michaels Co. vs. Ill. Central et al.; 
case 20908; p. 458. 
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Navigation Co. et al.; case 21667; p. 1390. 
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Valley Interurban et al.; case 17330; p. 332. 

Illinois Malleable Iron Co. vs. C. I. & L, et 
al.; case 21096; p. 701. 

Illinois Oil Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 
20914; also Petroleum and its products; 
part 4; Hoch-Smith; case 17000 and case 
18458; p. 764. 

Illinois Powder Mfg. Co. vs. Chicago, Peoria 
& St. Louis et al.; case 21515; p. 1257. 
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et al.; case 21456; p. 955. 

Indiana Bituminous Coal Operators’ Assn, 
vs. B. & O. et al.; case 20866; p. 882. 

International Shoe Co. et al vs. Central of 
New Jersey et al.; case 21265; p. 955, 

Interstate Amiesite Co. vs. Bb. & O. et al; 
case 21766; p. 1506. 

Inyo Chemical Co. vs. D. & R. G. W. et al; 
ease 20588; p. 1390. 
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Santa Fe et al.; case 22020; p. 1139. 
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17000; p. 823. 
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Jungle Co. vs. A. G. S. et al.; case 21129; 
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Jamestown Baking Co. vs. B. & O. et al; 
case 21329; pp. 458, 1201. 
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& Y. et al.; case 21640; p. 1015. 

Johnson, Drake & Piper, Inc., vs. S. A. L, 
et al.; case 21576; p. 1078. 

Johnson-Randall Co. et al. vs. Ann Arbor 
et al.; case 20987; p. 576. 

Johnson-Randall Co. et al. vs. Ann Arbor 
et al.; case 20237; p. 1390. 

Kansas Flour Mills Corp. vs. Santa Fe; case 
21654; p. 1138. 

Karnofsky Brothers vs. Pennsylvania; case 
20826; pp. 269, 1201. 

Keeney, N. B., & Son, Inc., vs. Oregon Short 
Line et al.; case 20546; p. 144. 

Kendrick Oil Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 
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Hoch-Smith investigation; and cases 17000 
and 18458; p. 642. 

Kennedy, W. P., Construction Co. vs. Ala- 
bama Great Southern et al.; case 20804; p. 
1438. 

Kern, Sidney, & Co. vs. Mobile & Ohio et al.; 
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et al.; case 20564; p. 575. 
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case 20699; p. 334. 
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case 21274; p. 701. 
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ville et al.; case 20950; p. 20. 
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vs. Brimstone R. R. and Canal Co, et al.; 
case 21330; p. 1567. 

Lanett Bleachery and Dye Works vs. Du- 
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21204; p. 576. 
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case 21196; p. 642. 

Levy, A., & J. Zentner Co. et al. vs. South- 
ern Pacific; case 21801; p. 1449. 

Lewis, F. J., Manufacturing Co. vs. A. C. & 
Y. et al.; case 20723: p. 641. 

Lexington Board of Commerce vs. C. & O.; 
case 21540; p. 1257. 

Lima Sheet Metal Prod. Co. vs. Penn. et al.; 
case 21557; p. 1258. 

Little Rock Tent and Awning Co. vs. B. & O. 
et al.; case 21394; p. 1506. 

Livestock; part 9; Hoch-Smith investiga- 
tion; case 17000; pp. 457, 1199, 1256. 

Lobdell-Emery Mfg. Co. vs. Ann Arbor et 
al.; case 21563; p. 955. 

Locher, E. H., vs. Kansas City Southern et 
al.; case 21028; p. 125. 

Macdougald Construction Co. vs. Central of 
Georgia et al.; case 21093; p. 393. 

Maine & New Hampshire Granite Corp. vs. 
B. & Me. et al.; case 18985; p. 1201. 

Manufacturers’ Assn. of Chicago Heights, on 
behalf of American Manganese Steel Co. 
vs. Southern Pacific; case 19911; p. 1201. 

Manufacturers’ Foundry Co, et al. vs. Penn, 
et al.; case 21383; also cases 21136 and 
21396; p. 1258. 

Marble Products, Inc., vs. L. 
case 21008; p. 457. 

Marley Paper Mfg. Co. vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; 
case 20729; also Shenandoah Boxboard 
— vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; case 20730; p. 
954. 

Maryland Co. vs. Western Ry. of Alabama 
et al; case 21085; p. 1320. 

Massasoit Mfg. Co. vs. New England Steam- 
ship Co.5 case 21230; p. 955. 

a? Co. vs. Reading et al.; case 21817; p. 
1257. 

McDonald, J. G., Chocolate Co. vs. B. & O. 
et al.; case 21290; p. 882. 

McDowell County Wholesale Co. vs. N. Y. C. 
et al.; case 20882; p. 144. 

McGinnis-Burdette Lumber Co. vs. Alabama, 
Tennessee & Northern et al.; case 19737; p. 
25. 

McGinnis*Burdette Lumber Co. vs. Alabama, 
a & Northern et al.; case 18344; 
p. 1201. 

Mead, Johnson & Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; case 
21506; p. 1200. 

Memphis Freight Bureau et al. vs. Abilene 
& Southern et al.; case 20376; p. 1450. 

Menasha Printing and Carton Co. vs, A. C. 
& Y. et al.; case 21271; p. 1138. 

Merchants’ and Manufacturers’ Traffic Bu- 
reau et al. vs. Kansas, Oklahoma & Gulf 
et al.; case 19443; p. 1450. 
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Merck & a vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
21162; p. 1319. - 

Meridan ‘Traffic Bureau for Meridan Com- 
press and Warehouse Co. vs. Northern 
Alabama et al.; case 21352; p. 336. 

Meridan Traffic Bureau et al. vs. Alabama 
Great Southern et al.; case 21348; p. 1015. 

Metal & Thermit Corp. vs. I. C. et al.; case 
21331; p. 334. eee ’ 

Metamora Elevator Co. et al. vs. Cincinnati, 
Hamilton & Dayton et al.; case 20944; p. 
015. 

PR 4 Oscar, & Co. vs. New York Central et 
al.: case 15030; p. 515, . “ 

Michigan Fruit House vs. Michigan Central 
et al.; case 20720; p. 20. : 

Mid-West Fruit Co. vs. International-Great 
Northern et al.; case 21504; p. 1201. 

Mid-West Refining Co. vs, Santa Fe et al.; 
case 21621; p. 824. 

Milwaukee Electric Crane and Mfg. Corp. 
vs. A. C. L. et al.; case 21512; p. 882. 

Missiquoi Pulp and Paper Co. vs. Boston & 
Maine et al.; case 21384; p. 641. 

Missiquoi Pulp and Paper Co. vs. Central 
Vermont et al.; case 21189; p. 515. 

Mississippi Valley Farm Equipment Associa- 
tion et al. vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al.; case 
21117; p. 144. 

Moore & Munger vs. A. & W. P. et al.; case 
21236; p. 882. 

Moore, M., Shirt Factories Co. et al. vs. A. 
Cc. L. et al.; case 21645; p. 1450. 

Monarch Cement Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 20872; p. 1320. 

Morgan, Fred C., vs. I. C.; case 21539; p. 515. 

Muncie Foundry and Machine Co, et al. vs. 
Cc. & O.;: case 21140; also 21167, Hoosier 
Iron Works vs. D. T. & S. et al.; p. 458. 

Muscle Shoals Traffic Bureau for Ware 
Brothers Agency vs. L. & N. et al.; case 
19844; p. 1078. 

Muskegon Chamber of Commerce vs, Pere 
Marquette et al.; case 21168; p. 764. 

Mutual Cotton and Oil Co. vs. Santa Fe et 
al.; case 21029; p. 334. 

Myers, H., vs. A. C. L. et al.; case 21936; p. 
1450. 

National Bag Mfg. Co. vs. Ann Arbor et al; 
case 21675; p. 1258. 

National Battery Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 21371; p. 1078. 

National Bellas Hess Co., Inc., vs. C. & N. 
W. et al.; case 21191; p. 642. 

National Car Coupler Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 16496; p. 143. 

National Concrete Metal Forms Corporation 
vs. L. & N.; case 20854; p. 1201. 

National Cottonseed Products Corp. vs. C. I. 
& L.; case 21803; p. 1078. 

National Iron Co, vs. Cape Girardeau North- 
ern‘et al.; case 21111; p. 125. 

National Mill. and Lumber Co. vs. Southern 
Pacific; case 21183; p. 125. 

National Screw Mfg. Co. vs. Nickel Plate; 
case 20715; p. 1201. 

Nelson, N. O., Mfg. Co. vs. Mo, Pac. et al.; 
case 20957; p. 20. 

Newburger Cotton Co., Inc., vs. Gulf, Mobile 
& Northern et al.; case 21055; p. 143. 

New England Waste Co. vs. Boston & Maine 
et al.; case 21418; p. 1138, 

New Jersey Lumbermen’s Committee vs. A. 
C. L. et al.; case 16457; p. 334. 

New River Lumber Co. vs. C. & O. et al; 
case 21407; p. 1138. 

Norfolk Port Commission vs. Chesapeake & 
Ohio et al.; case 17483; p. 332. 

North American Cement Corp. vs. B. & O. 
et al.; case 19455; p. 642. 

North Carolina State Highway Commission 
vs. | Norfolk & Western et al.; case 20841; 
p. 269. 

North Dakota Commission vs. Big Fork & 
ne Falls et al.; case 21066; p. 

19, 

Northern Field Seed Co. vs. Great Northern; 
case 21295; p. 1320. 

Northwest Tablet Co. vs. M. St. P. & S. S. 
_M.; case 21599; p. 1077. 

Northwestern Arkansas Freight Bureau vs. 
Kansas City Southern et al.; case 19820; 
p. 1201. 

Northwestern Fruit Exchange vs. Great 
Northern; case 21421; p. 576. 

Novadell Process Corp. vs. Belt Ry. of Chi- 
cago et al.; case 21231; p. 1077. 

Nuckolls Packing Co. vs. Santa Feet al.; 
case 19895; p. 1567. 

— Co. vs. A. & V. et al.; case 20717; 
p. 334. 

Nye & Jenks Grain Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
Case 21732; p. 1139. 

Ochs, A. C., Brick and Tile Co. et al. vs. 
C. & N. W. et al.; case 18843; p. 143. 

Oden-Elliott Lumber Co. vs. Southern; case 
21131; p. 393. . 

O'Keefe & Merritt vs. Rock Island et al.; 
case 20907; p. 215. 

Oklahoma Commission vs. Santa Fe et ail.: 
case 21031; also Kali-Inla Coal Co. vs. 
Rock Island et al.; case 20830; p. 1138. 

Oklahoma Portland Cement Co. vs. M.-K.-T. 
of Texas et al.: case 20855; p. 823. 

Oklahoma Portland Cement Co. vs. Santa 
Fe; case 20821; p. 1505. 

Oklahoma Salvage and Supply Co. vs. Wich- 
ita Falls, Ranger & Fort Worth et al.; case 
17454; p. 1258. 

Olds & Whipple, Inc., vs. Norfolk Southern 
et al.; case 21610; p. 1015. 

Omaha Chamber of Commerce Traffic Bu- 
reau vs. C, & N. W. et al.; case 20719; 





also, R. I. Chamber of Commerce Traffic 
Bureau et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 
20782; p. 1199. 

Ornamental Stone Co. vs. Southern et al.; 
case 21302; p. 954. 

Oshkosh Traffic Assn. et al. vs. Great North- 
ern et al.; case 21235; p. 1257. 

Otter River Board Co. et al. vs. B. & M. et 
al.; case 21171; p. 641. 

Owl Creek Phosphate Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; 
case 21269; p. 1138. 

Pacific Cottonseed Products Corp. vs. San 
Diego & Arizona et al.; case 21495; p. 1449. 

Pacific Gas and Electric Co. vs. Southern 
Pacific et al.; case 21465; p. 1449. 

Pacific States Butter, Egg, Cheese and Poul- 
try Assn. vs. Southern Pacific et al.; case 
17143; p. 1139. . 

Parkersburg Rig and Reel Co. vs. Burlington 
et al.; case 15741; p. 1319. 

Patterson Produce Co. vs. G. C. & S. F. et 
al.; case 19831; p. 334. 

Peabody, S. J., Lumber Co, vs. Penn. et al.; 
case 21393; p. 883. 

Peninsula Exchange, Inc., vs. Aroostook Val- 
ley et al.; case 20315; p. 576. 

Penney, A. M., Co. et al. vs. Green Bay & 
Western et al.; case 21583; p. 1506. 

Pennington, F. C., Produce Co. vs. T. & P. 
et al.; case 21818; p. 1320. 

Peterson Construction Co. vs. M. St. P. & S. 
S. M.; case 21300; p. 641. 

Peterson Construction Co. vs. M. St. P. & 
S. S. M. et al.; case 21175; p. 954. 

Perrine-Armstrong Co. et al. vs. B. & O. et 
al.; case 21221; p. 824. 

Perrine-Armstrong Co. vs. Erie; case 20579; 
p. 882. 

Perrine-Armstrong Co. vs. Penn. et al.; case 
21476; p. 1138. 

Perry Coal Co. et al. vs. Alton & Southern 
et al.; case 17994; also cases 18268, 20613 
and 21047; p. 1319. 

Petroleum and its products; part 4, Hoch- 
Smith; case 17000 and cases joined there- 
with; pp. 18, 642, 764. 

Pfaltzgraff Pottery Co. vs. Penn.; case 21224; 
p. 576. 

Phil Erb Co. vs. St. L.-S. F 
883. 

Philibosian, Stephen, Ine., vs. Michigan 
Central et al.; case 21659; p. 1078. 

Phillips Petroleum Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 20687; also, American Steel Derrick 
Co. et al. vs. Same; case 21250; p. 1014. 

Phillips Petroleum Co. vs. Santa Fe et al; 
case 21663; p. 1450. 

Phoenix Horseshoe Co. et al. vs. C. & A. et 
al.; case 21518; p. 1078. 

Phoenix Utility Co. vs. Penn. et al.; case 
20976; p. 393. 

Pine Plume Lumber Co. vs. Gulf, Mobile & 
Northern et al.; case 20941; p. 144. 

Pioneer Compost Co. vs. S. P. et al.: case 
21596; p. 1390. 

Pittston Paper Corp. vs. Lehigh Valley; case 
21130; p. 143. 

Platt & Brehm Coal Co. vs. C. & N. W. et 
al.; case 21856; p. 1449, 

Potato Implement Co. vs. Ann Arbor et al.; 
case 21798; p. 1506. 

Premiem Red Ash Coal Corp. vs. N. & W. 
et al.; case 21858; -p. 1567. 

Prendergast Lumber Co. vs. Union Pacific; 
ease 21159; p. 1450. 

Pressed Steel Car Co. vs. Director-General, 
Bb. & O. et al.; case 12596; p. 1015. 

Prine Lumber Co. vs. Ann Arbor et al.;: case 
20517; p. 144. 

Procter & Gamble Co. vs. A. G. S. et al; 
case 20967: p. 393. 

Procter & Gamble Co. vs. B. & O. et al.: 
case 21546; p. 764. . 

Pueblo Bridge and Construction Co. vs. 
Santa Fe; case 21201; p. 642. 

Quincey North Star Co. vs. Abilene & South- 
ern et al.; case 21916; p. 1139. z 

Quinton Spelter Co. vs. C. R. L. & P. et al: 
case 21198; p. 1015. 

— Lumber Co. vs. L. & N.; case 21577; p. 
701. 

Raymond Granite Co. vs. C. & E. et al: 
case 20642; p. 334. 

Redwood County Oil Co. vs. C. & N. W. et 
al.; case 20674; p. 701. 

Reynolda, Inc., vs. Southeastern Express Co. 
et al.; case 21289; p. 393. 

Ritter Hardwood Lumber Co. et al. vs. Nor- 
folk & Western; case 21496; p. 457. 

Riverside Monument Works vs. Erie et al.: 
case 21181; p. 393. 

Roach Creek Coal Mines, Ine., et al. vs. Ann 
Arbor et al.; case 21270; p. 764. 

Rock Asphalt Co. of America, Ine., vs. L. & 
N.; case 21367; p. 144. 

Rock Island Sash and Door Works et al. vs. 
Burlington et al.; case 21364; p. 1138. 

Rome Soap Mfg. Co. vs. Central of N, J. et 
al.; case 21402; p. 701. 

Roquemore Gravel Co. et al. vs. Atlanta, 
Birmingham & Atlantic et al.: case 17763: 
p. 1200. 

Rose, G. P., Jr., vs. L. & N. et al.: case 
20925; p. 269. 

Royster, F. S., Guano Co. vs. A. C. L.; case 
21559; p. 1258. 

Rudy-Patrick Seed Co. et al. vs. Abilene & 
Southern et al.; case 20147: p. 143. 

St. Louis Cooperage Co. vs. B. & O. et al; 
case 20951; pp. 642, 1201. 

St. Paul, City of, vs. C. M. St. P. & P. et al.; 
case 20921; p. 1199. 

St. Regis Paper Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 


-; case 21555; p. 





case 19694; p. 641. 

Salem Brass and Iron Mfg. Co. vs. Central 
of New Jersey et al.; case 21104; p. 515. 
Salina Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. 

Santa Fe et al.; case 21321; p. 1390. 

Sand and gravel; Part II, Hoch-Smith inves- 
tigation; case 17000; p. 141. 

Sawbrook Steel Castings Co. vs. C. B. & Q. 
et al.; case 21091; p. 701. 

Schimmel, Harry, et al. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 20193; p. 1138. 

Sculley, Clement F., vs. Great Northern; 
ease 21297; p. 642. 

Seneca Wire and Mfg. Co. vs. N. Y. C. & 
St. L. et al.; case 21387; p. 1200. 

Sewer pipe; cancellation of commodity rates 
on in Cc. F. A. territory; 1. and S. 3000; p. 
1013. 

Sheffield Elevator Co. vs. Pere Marquette et 
al.; case 21877; p. 1506. 

Sherwood, S. A., vs. New Haven et al.; case 
20947; p. 269. 

Sherwood, S. A., vs. New Haven et al.; case 
20947; p. 1201. 

Shredded Wheat Co. vs. N. Y. C.; case 
21976; p. 1506. 

Shreveport Chamber of Commerce vs. 
Wabash et al.; case 21477; p. 1015. 

Shreveport Chamber of Commerce vs. Rock 
Island et al.; case 18494; p. 1450. 

Shreveport Chamber of Commerce vs. Kan- 
sas City Southern et al.; case 21365; p. 
1015. 

Signal Mountain Portland Cement Co. vs. 
A. G. S. et al.; case 21267; p. 1078. 

Sioux City Brick and Tile Co. vs. C. & N. W. 
et al.; case 21574; p. 1506. 

Sioux Falls, S. D., Chamber of Commerce 
Hd Great Northern et al.; case 21203; p. 
882. 

a Oil Co. vs. Santa Fe; case 21272; p. 
1138. 

Skelly Oil Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 21575; 
p. 1506. 

Small, N. J., et al. vs. Abilene & Southern 
et al.; case 19623; p. 955. 

Smith Bros., Inc., et al. vs. Atlantic Coast 
Line et al.; case 21511; p. 1449. 

Smith, O. A., Agency, Inec., vs. Central of 
Georgia et al.; case 21259; p. 1078. 

Smith, O. A., Agency, Inc., vs. S. A. L. et 
al.; case 21437; p. 1450. 

Smith, W. M., & Co. vs. New Orleans & 
Northeastern et al.; case 21238; p. 701. 
Southern Agricultural Chemical Corp. vs. 
— of Georgia et al.; case 21303; p. 

1078. 

Southern Builders’ Material Co. vs. Alabama 
Great Southern et al.; case 20528; p. 143. 
Southern Cotton Oil Co. et al. vs. Florida 

East Coast; case 20080; p. 515. 

Southern Feed and Milling Co. vs. St. Louis 
& Hannibal; case 20624; pp. 143, 1201. 

Southern Flour and Grain Co. vs. N. C. & 
St. L.; case 21401; p. 1390. 

Southern Glass Co. vs. Southern Pacific et 
al.; case 19866; p. 269. 

Southern Pine Association et al. vs. A. & R. 
et al.; case 21127; p. 334. 

Southern Produce Co. et al. vs. Denison & 
Pacific Suburban et al.; case 14859; p. 215. 

Southern Scrap Material Co., Ltd., vs. N. O. 
G. N. et al.; case 21112; p. 764. 

Southern Traffic and Audit Assn. vs. I. G. N. 
et al.; case 21038; p. 515. 

Southern Traffic and Audit Assn. vs. M.-K.- 
T. et al.; case 20552; p. 515. 

South Georgia Traffic Bureau vs. A. B. & 
C. et al.; case 20932; p. 20. 

South Georgia Traffic Bureau vs. A. B. & C. 
et al.; case 21471; p. 515. 

South Georgia Traffic Bureau vs. A. B 
C. et al.; case 21698; p. 1258. 

South Georgia Traffic Bureau vs. F. E. C. 
et al.; case 20920; p. 334. 

South St. Paul Horse Exchange vs. Great 
Northern et al.; case 21362; p. 393. 

Southwestern Broom Mfg. Co. vs. Santa Fe 
et al.; case 20903; p. 393. 

Southwestern Millers’ League et al. vs. 
Santa Fe et al.; case 15037; also, I. and S. 
3006; p. 954. 

Sperry Flour Co. vs. S. P. et al.; case 21308; 
p. 1320. 

Spikes Brothers et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 20418; p. 142. 

Squire, John P., & Co. et al. vs. Boston & 
Albany et al.; case 21233; p. 393. 

Staley, A. E., Mfg. Co. vs. T. & N. O. et al.: 
case 21090; p. 334. 

Star Drilling Machine Co. vs. Southern Pa- 
cific; case 20789; p. 144. 

Star Drilling Co. vs. B. & O. et al.: case 
21363; p. 641. 

Star Drilling Machine Co. vs. L. & N. et al.; 
case 21137; p. 641. 

Steel City Lumber Co. vs. Blue Ridge et al.; 
case 21503; p. 1078. / 
Stickell, D. A., & Sons, Inc., vs. Western 

Maryland et al.; case 18598; p. 142. 

Swift & Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 
21158; also, North Amer. Provision Co. vs. 
M. & N. A. et al.; case 21423; p. 1078. 

Taylor Marble and Tile Co. et al. vs. C. R, I. 
& P. et al.; case 21532; p. 1320. 

Terre Haute Malleable and Mfg. Co. vs. C. & 
E. I. et al.; case 21460; p. 701. 

Texas Cement Plaster Co. vs. M.-K.-T. of 
Texas et al.; case 21392; p. 764. 

Texas Cement Plaster Co. vs. M.-K.-T. of 
Texas et al.; case 21369; p. 765. , 

Thompson, Chris., vs. Burlington; case 19128; 
p. 1077. 


& 
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Times Publishing Co., Inc., vs. Canadian Pa- 
cific et al.; case 20356; Pp 955. 

Todd, T. T., vs. Chicago Alton et al.; case 
20050; p. 144. 

Tompkins-Kiel Marble Co. vs. Erie et al.; 
case 20883; p. 334. 

Toronto Fire Clay Co. vs. Penn. et al.; case 
21366; p. 1077. 

Traverse City, Mich., Chamber of Com- 
merce; case 21380; p. 1567. 

Truscon Steel Co. vs, Penn, et al.; case 
20757; p. 393. 

Tulsa Traffic Assn. vs. R. I. et al.; case 
21319; p. 1449. 

Union Tank and Pipe Co. vs. Southern Pa- 
cific et al.; case 21485; p. 1450. 

United States Bobbin and Shuttle Co. vs. C. 
M. & St. P. et al.; case 18382; p. 1201. 

United States Graphite Co. vs. Canadian 
Pacific et al.; case 21419; p. 1015. 

United States Graphite Co, vs. Grand Trunk 
Western et al.; case 20979; p. 1390. 

United States Graphite Co. vs. Michigan 
Central; case 20563; p. 458. 

United States Hame Co. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; 
case 21361; p. 576. 
Valentine & Co. vs. 

21190; p. 576. 
Valdosta Traffic Bureau vs. Georgia South- 
ern & Florida et al.; case 21081; p. 1077. 
Vivion & Norvell vs. D. & R. G. W. et al.; 

case 21161; p. 1078. 
Walcott & Lincoln, Inc., vs. C. & A. et al.; 
case 21595; p. 1320. 
Wallace Barnes Co. vs. 
21318; p. 1320. 

Ware Brothers Agency vs. A. C. L. 
case 20873; p. 764. 

Ware Brothers Agency vs. Chicago & Alton 
et al.; case 20945; p. 144. 

Warfield Chocolate Co. vs. B. & M. et al.; 
case 21083; p. 458. 

Warren-Lamb Lumber Co. vs. Burlington et 
al.; case 21790; p. 1015. 

Warrior Cement Corp. vs. Gulf & Ship 
Island et al.; case 21611; p. 1450. 

Watab Paper Co. vs. C. & N. W.; case 21146; 


& N. et 


Lehigh Valley; case 


New Haven; case 


et al.; 


p. 764. 

Watters-Tonge Lumber Co. vs, L. 
al.; case 21569; p. 765. 

Webster & Hull vs. N. C. & St. L. et al.; 
case 21273; p. 882. 

Weinberg, J. L., vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 
20975; p. 457. 

Wells, C. S., & Son vs. C. B. 
21516; p. 1320. 

Wenatchee District Co-operative Assn. vs. 
Cc. M. St. P. & P. et al.; case 21493; p. 955. 

West Coast Lumbermen’s Assn. et al. vs. 
Akron, Canton & Youngstown et al.; case 
21999; p. 1139. 

West Dudley Paper Co. vs. New Haven; case 
21279; p. 955 

Western Bridge and Construction Co. vs. C. 
G. W.; case 21426; p. 641. 

Western Burlap Bag Co. vs. N. Y. C.; case 
21275; p. 955. 

Western Publishing Co. vs. 
21246; p. 336. 

West Virginia Brick Co. et al. vs. Hocking 
Valley et al.; case 19955; p. 641. 

Whitcomb, George D., Co. vs. Louisville, 
~—e_ & St. Louis et al.; case 20868; 


p. i 

White Construction Co. vs. B. & O. et al; 
case 21194; p. 458. 

Wichita Flour Mills Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 20999; p. 515. 

Wickes Boiler Co. vs. Pere Marquette et al.; 
case 21442; p. 1257. 

Williams, Ichabod T., & Sons vs. A. C. L. et 
al.; case 20693; p. 1389. 

Willow Springs Creamery Co., Inc., vs. IIl. 
Central et al.; case 21385; p. 1257. 

Winkleman, T. A., vs. St. Louis-San Fran- 
cisco et al.; case 20486; p. 1201. 

Winslow-Griffin Co. vs. Great Northern et 
al.; case 20786; p. 1450. 

Winterburn, M. C., Inc., vs. Central of Geor- 
gia et al.; case 21487; p. 576. 

Winterburn, M. C., Inc., vs. S. A. L. et al; 
case 21636; p. 1320. 

Wisconsin Bridge and Iron Co. vs. Ill. Ter- 
minal et al.; case 21211; p. 824. 

Woodford Spears & Sons et al. vs. Burling- 
ton et al.; case 21439; p. 1138. 

Woodsum Coal Co. et al. vs. New Haven et 
al.; case 20641: p. 144. 

Wrigley, Wm., Jr., Co. et al. vs. Aberdeen & 
Rockfish et al.; case 21480; p. 1450. 

— Bros. vs. Southern; case 21899; p. 


& Q.; case 


Santa Fe; case 


Prosecutions by Commission for statute vio- 

lations; pp. 108, 238. (See also Clayton act.) 
Public interest; definition of term; p. 875. 
Pulp and Paper Traffic League; p. 1582. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 


Carload vs. less-carload shipments; p. 1342. 

Charges to connecting line, and liens for 
advances; p. 1294. 

Claims; notice of; pp. 364, 430. 

Classification; general vs. specific; p. 48. 

Combination rule; application of; p. 104. 

Conference rulings of Interstate Commerce 
Commission; pp. 290, 550. 

Contract shippers; discount for: p. 594. 

Conversion; acceptance of billing instruc- 


tions from other than owner of goods; Dp. 
1104. 

Conversion; liability of carrier in delivering 
goods to shipper’s representative; p. 546 
Damaged goods; refusal of by consignee; Pp. 

1468. 


Damages, consequental; p. 106. 
Damages; deduction of commissions; Pp. 186. 
Damages; delay; liability of carrier; p. 780. 
Damages! incidental; p. 48. 
Damages; incidental and special; p. 914. 
Damages! incidental expense of claimant; p. 
666. . 
Damages; interest; loss or injury to goods; 
». 362. 

Diemeee: invoice value and freight charges; 
. 48. 

Damanes: measure of; p. 1418. : 

Damages; special; liability of carrier; p. 594. 

Damages; special; liability of express agency, 
p. 1158. 

Delay; effect of notice to shipper of probable 
delay to shipment; p. 292. ; 

Delay in ocean shipments; duty of carrier to 
transship; p. 780. t - 

Delay; liability of carrier to deliver as con- 
tracted for; p. 48. 

Delay; liability of carrier; pp. 1290, 1416. 

Delay; refusal by consignee of goods ren- 
dered valueless for original purpose; Pp. 
1596. 

Delay to perishable goods; liability of car- 
rier; p. 783. 

Delivery; non-agency stations; p. 784. 

Delivery to carrier; what constitutes; p. 426. 

Demurrage; assignment of carrier's tracks 
for consignee’s private use; p. 288. 

Demurrage; average agreement; weather in- 
terference; p. 102. 

Demurrage; average agreement; p. 290. : 

Demurrage; cars held short of billed desti- 
nation; p. 784. ; : 

Demurrage on cars of perishable shipments 
unclaimed at destination; p. 1108. ; 

Demurrage; cars subject to rules; p. 430. 

Demurrage; computing five-day period; p. 
1344. 

Demurrage; computing time on cars held 
under constructive placement; p. 782. 

Demurrage; erroneous car number in bill of 
lading; pp. 1414, 1528. : 

Demurrage; exemption on private cars; Pp. 


46. ‘ 

Demurrage; forwarding directions; switching 
order vs. bill of lading; p. 782. 

Demurrage; free time allowed on 
ments; p. 362. ; . 

Demurrage; intra-plant switching; p. 482. 

Demurrage; notice of arrival; goods con- 
signed one party care of another; p. 1470. 

Demurrage; notice of arrival; sufficiency of; 
», 106. 

Demurrage: notice of consignor of refusal of 
goods by consignee; p. 184. 

Demurrage resulting from injury to trestle; 
. 1106. 

polivery; duty of carrier to make on indus- 
tral sidings; p. 784. : 

Equipment; duty of carrier in furnishing; 


. 916, 982. 
Ls 9 eed of 


reship- 


Freight charges; demurrage; 
commission merchants for; p. 430. 

Freight charges; demurrage; liability of con- 
signor; p. 1158. 

Freight charges; liability of consignee; pp. 
182, 288, 364, 548. 

Freight charges, liability of consignor, ap- 
plication of no recourse provision; p. 982. 
Freight charges, liability of consignor where 
— is reconsigned by consignee; p. 

1340. 

Freight charges, liability of owner for bal- 
ance of freight and storage charges; p. 
1416. 


Freight charges, liability of shipper signing 
stipulation requiring collection of at time 
of delivery; p. 1342. 

Freight charges, liability of 
principal; p. 1344. 

Freight charges; payment of; 96-hour period; 


undisclosed 


p. 50. 
— charges; recovery of, by consignee; 
4 


Freight charges; refund of where service is 
not performed by carrier; p. 596. 

Freight charges; time within which must be 
paid; p. 284. 

Inspection allowed; definition of term; p. 362. 

Inspection; liability of carrier for unauthor- 
ized; p. 594. 

Leases by carriers to shippers; p. 428. 

Liability; limitation of; lake shipment; p. 


284. 

Liability of carrier for concealed loss or 
damage; p. 284. 

Liability of carrier where conflict exists be- 
tween marks on packages and statements 
in bill of lading; p. 186. 

Liability of carrier for damages; rough han- 
dling; p. 1292. 

Liability of carrier for expense of transfer 
of shipment; p. 982. 

Liability of carrier for failure to perform 
service covered by bill of lading notation; 


p. q 

Liability of carrier for injury to goods due 
to breaking of carrier’s crane; p. 290. 

—~ of carrier for injury by flood; p. 


Liability of carrier for injury to perishables; 
pp. 844, 914. 

Liability of carrier and storage company 
where shipper authorizes agent to store 


shipment; p. 50. 

Liability of express company for delay in ef. 
fecting delivery; p. 1292. 

os ae of initial carrier for conversion; p, 
55 


Limitation of actions; interstate vs. intra- 
state traffic; p. 1340. 

Limitation of actions; overcharge collected 
by carrier in amount of so-called under- 
charge; p. 914. 

Limitation of actions; overcharges; p. 1164. 

Limitation of actions; recovery of erroneous- 
ly refunded overcharge; p. 1108. 

Limitation of actions; waiver by shipper of 
statutory provisions on undercharge; pp, 
1110, 1296. 

Limitations; recovery of undercharge on 
original freight bill; p. 1292. 

Livestock; accord and satisfaction; p. 104. 

Loss and damage; proof of; p. 548. 

Loss, damage or overcharges; papers in sup- 
port thereof; p. 1468. 

Minimum weights; reasonableness of; p. 480, 

Misquotation of rate; p. 780. 

Misrouting; duty of carrier to forward via 
cheapest route; p. 1290. 

Mixed feed covered by transit tonnage; p. 46, 

Notice to consignor of refused or unclaimed 
goods; p. 244. 

Notice to consignee at point other than des- 
tination; p. 1466. 

Perishables; liability of carrier for injury 
thereto; p. 732. 

Railway equipment; application of classifica- 
tion distance rates; p. 1230. 

Rates; application of; p. 286. 

ee class of transportation determines; p, 
5 

Rates on company material; pp. 1110, 1340. 

Rates; minimum weight not in excess of 
—— which can be loaded into car; p. 

— published tariff; must be assessed; p. 


Rates; reasonableness of; rate in opposite 
direction; p. 1416. 

Rates; reasonableness of; raw materials and 
refuse; p. 598. 

Rates; reasonableness; failure of carrier to 
provide clearance; p. 428. 

Rates; reasonableness of switching tariff 
provision; p. 546. 

Reconsignment; charges applicable 
two reconsignment executed; p. 480. 

Reconsignment instruction conditioned upon 
application of specified rate; p. 286. 

Reconsignment; only one change in destina- 
— permitted under uniform rules; p. 

Reconsignment; rate where more than one 
change in destination; p. 1530. 

Reconsignment vs. new shipment; pp. 102, 
594, 984 

Reconsignment and double , 
charges; p. 1108. 

Reconsignment; two changes in consignee at 
same destination; p. 840. 

Reparation; p. 1048. 

Reparation; party entitled to; p. 550. 
Reparation; period between cancellation and 
restoration of commodity rate; p. 1596. 
Reparation; Prairie Pipe Line case; p. 1048, 
Reparation; rates subsequently reduced; pp. 

986, 1468. 

Reparation; shipment subject to penalty 
charge for non-compliance with tariff pro- 
vision; p. 428. 

a of refused or unclaimed shipments; 
p. ° 

Routing and misrouting; carrier not liable 
unless bill of lading contains conflicting or 
ambiguous provisions; p. 1342. 

Routing and misrouting; carrier not required 
to or shipment over to competing line; 
p. x 

Routing and misrouting; class versus com- 
modity rate; p. 286. 

Routing and misrouting; conflict between 
marks on packages and address in bill of 
lading; pp. 290, 842, 1344, 1414. 

Routing and misrouting; conflict between 
route and rate; p. 1526. 

Routing and misrouting; conflict between 
rate and route not covered by conference 
ruling 474C; pp, 286, 432. 

Routing and misrouting; conflict between 
rate in bill of lading and oral routing in- 
structions; p. 734. 

Routing and misrouting; conflict between 
rate and route in bill of lading; p. 1232. 
Routing and misrouting; duty of carrier to 
— via cheapest available route; p. 
Routing and misrouting; joint rate versus 

combination rate; p. 1530. 

Routing and misrouting; liability of carrier 
for delivery on consignee’s siding; p. 428. 
Routing and misrouting; loss of transit priv- 

ilege; liability of carrier; p. 290. 

Routing and misrouting; rail and water ship- 
ments; pp. 912, 1418. 

Routing and misrouting; service orders of 
Commission; p. 842. 

Routing and misrouting; specification of 
railroad in routing directions; p. 1294. 

Routing and misrouting; switching delivery 
vs. road haul; pp. 842, 1342. 

Routing and misrouting; two stations of 
same name; p. 184. 

Routing and misrouting; unrouted shipment 
moved by a higher rate; pp. 912, 1596. 

Sales; p. 1418. 

Sales; cash discount; p. 1048. 


where 


switching; 
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ods for freight charges; 1162. 
a4 pe goods for freight charges; Feasonable 
as distinguished from perishable goods; p. 


ony remedies of seller where goods deliv- 
ered conditioned upon payment of price in 


h; 
guipper’s. load and count; pp. 1106, 1108, 
116 


2. 
vs. interstate traffic; pp. 50, 734. 
ene, abandonment; effect upon rates; 


. 1414. 
Storage of unclaimed goods in public ware- 


e; 1466. 
storage), es of unclaimed shipment; pp. 


106. 

x... - interpretation; pp. 548, 598, 600, 1104, 
1340, 1468. 

Tariff interpretation; application of alternat- 
ive rates; p. 

Tariff interpretation: application of class 
rate under intermediate rule; p. 1048. 

Tariff interpretation; application of combi- 
nation rule; pp. 288, 364. 

Tariff interpretation: application of emi- 
grant movable rate; p. 984. | 

Traffic interpretation: application of inter- 
mediate rule; p. 182. 

Tariff interpretation: application of Official 
Classification exceptions; p. 598. 

Tariff interpretation; application of rate on 
shipment in bales; p. 1342. 

Tariff interpretation; application of routing 
instructions; p. 

Tariff interpretation; application of rating 
on corrugated pulpboard; p. 784, 

Tariff interpretation; application of Rule 29 
of Classification; pp. 548, 781. 

Tariff interpretation; application of Rule 15 
of Classification; p. 912. 

Tariff interpretation; application of Rules 34 
and 24; p. 982. 

Tariff interpretation; application of Rule 5 
(b), Tariff Circular 18A, and Rule 55 (c) of 
Tariff Circular 20; pp. 1048, 1294. 

Tariff interpretation; basis for weights on 
coal tar; p. 783 

Tariff interpretation; carload vs. less than 
carload shipment; p. 290 


Tariff interpretation; charges applicable on 
car containing portion of shipment trans- 
ferred from overloaded car; p. 244. 

Tariff interpretation; stop in transit priv- 
ilege; p. 284 

Tariff interpretation; charges for top icing; 
pp. 186, 364. 

Tariff interpretation; classification rating vs. 
exception; p. 1340. 

Traffic interpretation; combination rates; 
application of Sligo case; p. 182. 

Tariff interpretation; combination rates; 
lowest applicable in absence of through 
rates; p. 596. 


Tariff interpretation; compliance with tariff 
provision by shipper; p. 430. 

Tariff interpretation and commodity descrip- 
tions; scrap iron; p. 1160. 


Tariff interpretation; concentration in tran- 
sit vs. stopping in transit to complete 
loading; p. 1346. 

Tariff interpretation; conflict between rate 
tariff and transit tariff; p. 842. 

Tariff interpretation; conflicting rates and 
descriptions; p. 840. 

Tariff oe elgg general application not 
controlling; p. 1344 

Tariff interpretation; intermediate applica- 
tion; pp. 576, 784, 1232. 

Tariff’ interpretation; less carload shipment 
in two cars; p. 1466. 

Tariff interpretation; limitations as to size 
of car; p. 1466. 

Traffic interpretation; minimum charge on 
single shipment of two classes; p. 184. 

Tariff interpretation; mixed carloads; pp. 
1106, 1528, 

Tariff’ interpretation; partial cancellation 
and suspensions; p. 780. 

Tariff interpretation; questionable cancella- 
tion of rates; p. 1158. 

Tariff interpretation; rates apply from and 
to “stations” and not cities; pp. 1158, 1290. 
Tariff interpretation; rate to one point’ made 
subject to rate at another pO oint; p. 1526. 

Tariff interpretation; refriger tion; p. 596. 
Tavis, interpretation; Rule 7 of classification; 


p 
Tariff interpretation; Rules 14 and 16 of 
Classification; p. 6. 
Tariff interpretation; rule for constructing 
rates on combination basis; pp. 284, 546. 
as * {nterpretation; specific import rates; 
Traffic interpretation; specific rate; mean- 
ing Of term; p. 184. 

Tariff interpretation; specific rate vs. inter- 
mediate rule rate; pp. 550, 1528. 

Tariff interpretation; stop’ in transit to 
partly unload; pp. 598, 912. 

Tariff interpretation; through rate exceeding 
combination; p. 781. 

Tariff interpretation; transcontinental rates 
applied as maxima; p. 1528. 

— interpretation; two-for-one rule; p. 


Tariff gay waiver of out-of-line 
haul charge; p. 426. 

Tariff rules; establishment of straight car- 
load rate; p. 1292. 

Train control; Pp. 1106. 
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t. cars; notations on bills of lading; p. 

4 

Transit; basis | where no tariff pro- 
visions; p. 

Transit; participation of initial and inter- 
mediate carriers in transit arrangement; p. 


3 

Transit a application of highest 
rate; 40. 

Transit. privileges; 
1160. 

Transit privileges; transit tariff vs. line-haul 
tariff; p. 1160. 

Transit; tonnage originating on different 
carriers; p. 732. 

Weights and weighing; p. 428. 

Weight and weighing; shi ng delivered 
without being sealed; pp. , 844, 


routing restriction; p. 


Radio; pp. 450, 1164. 

Rail and bus service, joint; p. 206. 
motor vehicles.) 

“4 data; lower barge rates no benefit; 
Pp. " 

Rail service survey by National Bureau of 
Economic Research; p. 1044. 

Railway mail pay. (See postal.) 

Reclamation of materials by railroads; p. 1590. 

Red River navigation syndicate; p. 385. 

Reed, = H.; president, Trenton Traffic Club; 
p. il 

Reed, Clyde M.; Senate testimony on grain 
resolution and Commission reply thereto; 
pp. 342, 528. 

Regional advisory boards; meetings, reports, 
etc.; pp. 32, 38, 112, 172, 236, 238, 298, 360, 
538, 604, 654, 724, 726, 828, 833, 834, 920, 922° 
1050, 1102, 1274, 1346, 1348 1422 1470, 1472, 
1530, 1582, 1594. 

Regional advisory boards, shippers’; 
ley H. Smith; p. 828. 

Regulation of railroads; p. 521. 

Reparation; pp. 577, 660, 1019, 1024, 1207, 1329. 

Revenues of railroads; pp. 67, 158, 160, 384, 
526, 536, 580, 632, 708, 908, 1027, 1134, 1288, 
1382, 1518, 1534. 

Rivers, harbors ‘and canals (see also inland 
waterways); pp. 90, 92, 137, 161, 232, 386. 

Routing and interchange; p. 514. 

Routing in Southern class rate and Prairie 
Pipe Line cases; p. 

Russian rail dangers: p. i381. 

Ry-Crisp; classification of; 344, 

Safety appliance law; adininistration of by 
Commission; p. 188. 

a (see also train control devices); 
p. . 

St. Lawrence waterway; pp. 411, 585, 720, 
1094, 1134, 1288, 1522. 

St. Louis-Southwestern agricultural educa- 
tional program; p. 52. 

St. Louis rail and water tonnage; p. 660. 

Salt; rates on; p. 218. 

Sand, gravel and stone; rates on, etc.; . §13, 
520, 648, 722, 767, 826, 881, 888, 568, 10 oO 1140; 
1210, 1250, 1325, 3. 

Schaffenburg, V; railroads and traffic bu- 
reaus; p. 412. 

Schroeder, H. J.; president, Tri-City Traffic 
Club; p. 234. 

Science and the railroads; p. 1574. 

Section 15A of the Interstate Commerce Act; 
by A. E. Heiss; p. 1266. (See also excess 
income and O’Fallon.) 

Securities, petitions for and permissions to 
issue, ete.; pp. 17, 75, 76, 145, 214, 216, 268, 
269, 270, 328, 336, 395, 396, 455, 456, 514, 576, 
577, 642, 698, 699, 754 762, 767, 821, 822; 881, 
884° 888, 951, 952, 1005, 1010, 1075, 1139, 1140, 
1200, 1203, 1260, 1321, 1386, 1388, 1448, 1450, 
1452; 1453, 1510, 1566. (See ‘also construction, 
consolidations and abandonment.) 

Security owners’ organization; by Sanley H. 
Smith; p. 1331. 

= orders of the Commission; pp. 774, 826, 


(See also 


by Stan- 


Shipbuilding statistics; pp. 152, 356, 976, 1096. 


SHIPPING BOARD, THE U. S. 


Agreements; pp. 94, 158, 232, 306, 356, 411, 
476, 532, 608, 656, 770, 897, ‘974, 1035, 1096, 
1228, 1286, 1336, 1406, 1462, 1532, 1576. 

Allocation of ships and services; p. 1230. 

American shipping statistics; p. 838. 

Appropriations, pp. 154, 206, 414, 468. 

Emergency aid cargo; p. 1156. 

Grain exports from Gulf ports; p. 771. 

ee services for wheat and flour; p. 


Hoboken wharfage charge protest; p. 232. 

Intercoastal investigation; p. 96. 

Jones-White shipping law results; pp. 1284, 
1406, 1575. 

Loans; pp. 42, 356). 

La nT unloading service refusal; pp. 612, 

Merchant. Marine; pp. 96, 152, 228, 298, 536, 
658, 769, 836, 1090, 1575. 

Naval reserve flag on merchant vessels; p. 


New York-Havana Seryices competition with 
British line; + ape: 0, 

Pacific Coast- a service; p. 40. 

Personnel appointments, etc.; pp. 304, 469), 
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658, 689, 771, 1230, 1274. 

Pianos; rates on; p. 1577. 

Port and Terminal Charges; board publica- 
tion; p. 1575. 

Port differentials; pp. 608, 1404 (see also in 
general index). 

Safety of life at sea; p. 838. 

Sale and lease of vessels and facilities pp. 
96, 153, 230, 232, 304, 354, 408, 409, 410, 411, 
476, 536, 610, 658, 722, 770, 836, 898, 974, 
1034, 1036, 1154, 1330, 1286, 1338, 1404, 1462; 

Services; pp. 610, 898, 976, 1096. 

Seville exposition exhibit: p. 42. 

Split delivery case; pp. 474, 606. 

Tariff on ship repair materials; . 536. 

United +: hipping Boar » The; by 
Stanley H. Smith; p. 469. 


SHIPPING DECISIONS 


American aoe Company vs. Peirce Brs. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 

Ancher, The Brea. Ct. );_p. 150. 

Ashcraft-Wilkinson Co., Inc., vs. U. S. (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 652. 

Bank of N. Y. and Trust Co. vs. Atterbury 
Bros., Inc. (N. Y.); p. 1588. 

Barr vs. International Mercantile Marine Co. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 151. 

Bell, Thomas, & Co., co .o al. vs. Stewart 
et’ al. Gee. Gs but 

Britain Ss. rm 
Line (Pea ct: 

Buckleigh, The (Fed de}. p. 1212. 

Caledonier, The (Fed. Ct); p. 1212. 

Christianssand ye. Co., Ltd., vs. Mar- 
shall (Fed. Ct.); p. 1399. 

Commonwealth, The (Fed. Ct.); p. 1150. 

Compagnie Generale Transatiantique vs. 
American Tobacco Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1399. 

Cuneton Lumber Co. vs. Hammond Lumber 
Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 652. 

Darling-Singer Lumber Co. vs. Oriental Nav. 
Co. (Oregon); p. 223. 

Davison Chemical Co. vs. Eastern Transp. 
Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1024. 

Davison Chemical Co. vs. Eastern Transp. 
ae The Vincent McNally (Fed. Ct.); p. 


Davidson et al. vs. Flood Bros. et al., The 
Carriso (Fed. Ct.); p. 

Det Forenede Dampskibs Seleskab vs. In- 
surance Co. of North America (Fed. Ct.); 
p. 1399. 

Duche & Sons vs. Lloyd Mediterraneo (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 1286. 

Emmons Coal Mining Corp. et al. vs. Sir R. 
Ropner & Co., Ltd. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1453. 


Federal Forwarding Co. vs. Lanasa (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 1568. 

Federal Sugar Refining Co. vs. United States 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 768. 

Florinda, The (Fed. Ct.); p. 1212. 


Galveston Wharf Co. vs. American Grocery 
Co. et al (Texas); p. 904. 

— Lincoln Traction Co. (Nebraska) ; 
Pp. 

Gaffee & Carkener, Inc., vs. Missouri Pac. 
R. Co. (Kansas); p. 1454. 

a vs. Geneva Mill Co. (Fed. Ct.); 

30 

Jebmaen & Higgins vs. Charles F. Garrigues 
Co. et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 769. 

Lawrence J. Tomlinson, The (Fed. Ct.); 


vs Munson §. S&S. 


p. 460. 

Lissner & Co., Inc., vs. Coppa Steam Nav. 
Co., Ltd. (Fed. Ct.); p q 

Matlack Coal & Iron | Tang vs. New York 
Quebracho Extract Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 768. 

Merauke, Vacuum Oil Co. vs. Rotterdamsche 
Lloyd (Fed. Ct.); p. 1515. 

Mirama, The (Fed. Ct.); p. 1399. 

Mitchell vs. . ee s. 8. Co. (Kings 
County); p. 

Navigazione + Triestina vs. Garcia & 
Maggini Co.; Same vs. Klein ~—* Fruit 
Co.; The Feitre (Fed. Ct.); 

New York & Oriental 8. S. ‘Go. vs. Auto- 
mobile Ins. Co, (Fed. Ct.); p. 1588. 

Oregon Short Line R. Co. vs. Public Utili- 
ties Commission of Idaho (Idaho); p. 1454. 

Patent Vulcanite Roofing Co., Inc., vs. Trans- 
oceanica Societa Italiana Di Navigazione 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 1588. 

Priestly & Co., Inc., vs. Cunard Steamship 
Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 150. 

Ropner & Co., Ltd., vs. Emmons Coad Min- 
ing Corp. et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1453. 

St. Lawrence Sugar awe. Ltd., vs. 
United States (Fed. Ct.); p. 1399. 

Sapinkopf vs. Cunard S. §S. Co., Ltd., et al. 
(New York County); p. 1212. 

—— vs. Mallory S. S. Co. (Fed. Ct.); 


Schnell] et al. vs. S. (Fed. Ct.); p. 960. 

Shamrock Towing _— Inc., vs. City of New 
York et al. (Fed. Ct); p. 460. 

Sidney Blumenthal & ao Inc., vs. U. S&S. 
et al. oe, Ct.); Bp 

— R. R., & Co. vs. Chiarello Bros. (Fed. 

Ct.); p. 1588. 

Solomon, A., Inc., vs. Campagnie Generale 
Transatlantique,. Mood & Selick vs. Same 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 1588. 

Steamship Co. of 1912 vs. C. 
fon Hardwood Co., Inc. 


H. Pearson & 
(Fed. Ct. ); Pp. 
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Tatsuuma Kisen Kabushiki Kaisha vs. Robt. Louisville & Nashville vs. Aaron A. B. Chat- | Tiffany, C. H.; Lackawanna changes; p, 1 
Dollar Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1286. ters; personal injury joint liability; p. | Tile; rates on; p. 1207. 
Terminal Warehouse Co. of Baltimore City 960. Time statistics of railroads; p. 1164, 
vs. U. S. et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1453. Marshall, W. A., & Co., Ine., vs. S. S. | Time zone matters; pp. 1082, 1254, 
Ullman & Co. vs. American-Hawaiian S. S. President Arthur; steamship libel; p. 1263. | Tinkham, G. H.; House resolution on forel 
Co. (N. Y.); p. 398. Metropolis Ferry Co. vs. Kentucky; gaso- policy propaganda; p. 13. 
United States vs. Alex. Dussel Iron Works, line tax; p. 881. Tinsel: rates on, etc.; p. 207. 
Inc. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1329. Missouri-K.-T. vs. W. W. Mars et al.; dam- | Titus, N. F.; on lighterage absorption; p, 
Virginia-Carolina_ Chemical Corp. vs. Mur- ages to cattle; p. 26. enlarged ‘Opportunity for traffic man; 
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DO YOU KEEP A RECORD OF YOUR CARS 


Do you know the convenience of being able to ascertain, at a moment’s notice 
all the pertinent facts about a car received by you a year ‘ago? 


CAR RECORD 
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Our new loose-leaf car record book will make this all possible for you without a lot of complicated 
bookkeeping. And the cost is very low—24 cars for one cent. May we send you a sample sheet ? 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE CORPORATION, 418 South Market Street, CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 
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